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To the House of Representatives: 

In response to the resolution of the House of Bepresentatives of 
the 8th of March, 1906, I transmit herewith a communication from 
the Secretary of State, accompanied by a report made by Herbert 
H. p. Peirce, Third Assistant Secretary of State, of the result of 
his inspection of the consulates of the United States in the Orient. 

Theodore Roosevelt. 

The White House, March 25, 1906. 



The President : 

The following resolution adopted by the House of Bepresentatives 
on the 8th of March, 1906, has been certified to the State Department 
by the Clerk of the House : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and is hereby, requested, if not 
incompatible with the public welfare, to send to the House of Representatives, 
for its information, reports made to the Department of State, or to the President 
of the United States, by Herbert H. D. Peirce, Third Assistant Secretary of 
State, as a result of his inspection of United States consulates in the Orient, 
and especially in Shanghai and other Chinese cities. 

Such requests call for the exercise of the discretion vested in the 
President by the Constitution of the United States, and they are 
ordinarily addressed to the President. I accordingly transmit a 
copy of the resolution, together with the papers to which it relates, 
for such action as you choose to take. 

In one of these papers, which was a confidential report, some 
especially confidential observations, the publication of which would 
be incompatible with the public interest, have been omitted. As the 
papers now stand, it is not, in my opinion, incompatible with the 
public interest that they should be sent to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

I wish to call especial attention to one feature of these reports. 
They disclose grave misconduct on the part of two consuls formerly 
occupying important posts in the East. These consuls are no longer 
in the service. I regret to say, however, that there are indications of 
other cases of misconduct or inefficiency among consuls in various 
parts of the world. 

All of these cases show the necessity of a regular inspection service 
to keep the Department advised whether the consuls are doing well 
or ill m their distant stations. An occasional brief visit, like this of 
Mr. Peirce, to a few consulates is quite insufficient. The most essential 
requisite for good administration is regular and systematic super- 
vision. 

This is esi)ecially true where the agents of a great business organi- 
zation like the consular service are scattered all over the world. 
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Consuls in the Tropics and in the Orient, free from the restraints 
surrounding their life at home and subjected to no inspection, are 
very apt to become inefficient and in some cases to become corrupt. 
Under the present system the very last place to be reached by infor- 
mation of a consul's misconduct is the State Department. Fortu- 
nately, Congress is about to remedy this defect by provision for an 
inspection service, contained in a bill which has now passed both 
Houses and is in conference. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Elihu Root. 

Department or State, 

Washington^ March 21^ 1906. 



REPORT OF HON. H. H. D. PEIRCE 



ON 



INSPECTION OF UNITED STATES CONSULATES 



IN 



THE ORIENT. 



[ CONFIDENTIAL.] 

December 15, 1904. 
Mr. Secretary : Continuing my report on my recent tour of inspec- 
tion of consulates, I have the honor to place before you the following 
statement regarding the personnel of tne consulates in those parts or 
the world visited by me during my tour : 

NAPIiES. 

Mr. A. Homer Byinffton, the consul at Naples, is of somewhat ad- 
vanced ace, but in full possession of all his faculties and is indus- 
trious and assiduous. He is ablv seconded by his son, Mr. Homer M. 
Bvington, a very efficient, well-appearing young man of excellent 
address, and the office in its general appearance is businesslike and 
orderly. The consulate is a very busy one, and the salary is much 
too small, as was pointed out in my published report. 

EGYPT. 

CAIRO. 

It is hardly necessary for me to dwell upon Mr. Riddle's admi- 
rable qualifications for the post he holds as diplomatic agent and 
consul-general at Cairo. Indeed, his ability is rather wasted at this 
post, whore the official duties are not such as to call for the exercise 
of the verv unusual abilities which Mr. Riddle possesses. On the 
other hand, the social demands upon our representative are very 
great, and such as the meaner salary of the office is inadequate to 
meet. Mr. Riddle expressed to me the hope that he might receive 
later an appointment to some post of more diplomatic importance, 
and one where the salary would be more nearly commensurate with 
the necessary expenditure. Except during the summer season there 
is a very large colony of American and other foreign. vv^aIv^c^ ^V 
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Cairo, and the diplomatic corps is a large one. In consequence, there 
is an exchange oi hospitality which the necessity of reciprocal social 
obligations makes really onerous. 

Mt, Frederick G. Morgan, the vice and deputy consul-jgeneral, has 
exhibited great efficiency from every point of view at this post. He 
is a gentleman of the highest character, most exemplary haoits^ high 
education, and pleasing manners and address. He has made himself 
extremely popular in Cairo with everybody with whom he has come 
into contact. With ample means, and owning a large and attractive 
house in Cairo, he is able to entertain most acceptably, thereby ^eatly 
relieving Mr. Riddle in this regard. Should Mr. Kiddle receive the 
appointment he desires to some other diplomatic post, Mr. Morgan 
would make an admirable successor to him. 

Alexandria, Port Said, and Suez are all consular agencies under 
Cairo, and the incumbents are all British subjects, whose regard for 
American interests in Egypt i^ of the most perfunctory character. 
It is to be hoped that at Alexandria and Port Said Congress may 
make it possible to appoint salaried consuls. Mr. A. St. I^ger Tou- 
hay, of the consular clerk corps, recently vice-consul at Tunis, is 
available as consular agent at Suez, and I recommend that he be sent 
there to take the place of the present inefficient agent of our (lovem- 
inent. 

BRITISH COLONIES. 

ADEN. 

Mr. Masterson, our consul at Aden, is a satisfactory and efficient 
officer. The post is an uninviting one, and it would probably be diffi- 
cult to find so good a man who would accept it. 

COIiOMBO. 

While the island of Ceylon possesses a charm unequaled, perhaps, 
in any other part of the world, owing to its w^onderful vegetation 
and picturesque scenery and almost ideal climatic conditions, its re- 
moteness and isolation and the meagerness of the salary of the post 
all make it a difficult one to fill. Mr. William Morey, our present 
consul there, is a very old man. * * * He was appointed com- 
mercial agent at this post in 1873, retired in 1874, was appointed 
consul in 1877, and in this capacity has served ever since. * ♦ ♦ 
His son, Elmer Lake Morey ^ is his vice* and deputy consul. The 
elder Mr. Morey can not be said to be a very efficient consular officer ; 
indeed, his age and infirmity would hardly permit him to be such, 
apart from the question of ability. His son, Elmer, aids him as effi- 
ciently as his abilities permit, and, upon the whole, the routine busi- 
ness of the consulate is fairly well performed. Upon the salary of 
$1,500, and in view of the conditions, it would probably be hardlv 
possible to obtain any better service than we now get, as Mr. Morey^s 
son, who receives no compensation from the Government, is able to 
carry on the business for him. But Colombo is an important com- 
mercial outpost for us, and it is very desirable in the interests of our 
foreign commerce that, as soon as may be, the salary be increased to 
at least $2,500 and an active and efficient man be appointed to the post. 
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SrNTGAPORB. 

Oscar F. Williams, the United States consul-general at Singapore, 
has held two previous consular posts, namely, from 1889 to 1893 at 
Havre, and from 1897 to 1899 at Manila, in neither of which has his 
record been unblemished, and I attach hereto a copv of the memo- 
randum in the Department's files regarding some of his transactions. 
In connection with his service as consul-general at Singapore I sub- 
mit for your inspection the following correspondence, to wit: Copy 
of the letter from Baron Grevers, the minister of the Netherlands at 
Washington at the time, dated January 20, 1903, with which were 
inclosed copies of three letters of Consul-General Williams to the 
Sultan of Lingga-Kiouw, dated June 14 and July 8 and 16, 1901, from 
which it appears that Consul-General Williams attempted to exert 
pressure upon the Sultan in his official capacity to oblige the Sultan 
to pay an alleged debt owed to a Chinaman, a merchant at Singapore. 
On January 2y, 1903, the Department wrote him a letter, of which I 
append a copy, asking him to explain his action in addressing offi- 
cially a sovereiffn of a foreign state to which he was not accredited 
and why he had taken up the claim of a subject of a foreign govern- 
ment against another foreign government. I further append Consul- 
General Williams's reply of March 8, 1903, and of the Department 
thereto. Consul-General Williams takes refuge in the assertion that 
when he wrote the letter he was unaware that the realm of the Sultan 
was outside his jurisdiction, but supposed it to be under the flag of 
Great Britain. This, of course, does not excuse him for addressing 
the Sultan, for if he knew anvthing about the business of his con- 
sulate he must have known tnat he was accredited to the British 
Government and not to sovereigns under its protectorate, but he does 
not attempt to explain his taking up the case of a subject of a foreign 
government, and the inauiry might be pertinent, "What interest 
induced the consul-general of the United States to collect this sum for 
the Chinaman? " His reply that he was acting as an arbitrator does 
not accord with the tenor of his letters to the Siiltan, which were evi- 
dently upon their face intended to coerce the Sultan into paying the 
alleged debt. The whole correspondence is illustrative of the unfit- 
ness of Consul-General Williams to occupy the important place he 
does in our consular service, and this is further marked by the record 
to which I have referred above. My personal observation convinced 
me that Consul-General Williams is not a useful man to the Govern- 
ment in his present capacity. He is not a man of such bearing as to 
inspire confidence and he does not appear to have gained the respect 
and esteem of the colonial government, while his work does not dis- 
close that zeal and efficiency which our consul-general at Singapore 
should have for the furtherance of our interests at that important 
port 

Memorandum, — Record of Oscar F. Williams. 

Mr. Williams was consul at Havre during the Harrison Administration. In 
1892 Thomas O'Brien killed an American and was arrested at Havre. O'Brien 
was searched and $352 United States currency, with about 15 francs French 
silver, a watch, and some other articles were found and placed in charge of 
Consul Williams. O'Brien got away. Williams requested directions from the 
Department as to the disposition of the property of O'Brien, and was told to 
deposit it with some trust company or similar institution. 
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At the close of the Harrison Administration Mr. Williams retired from tbe 
consular service. He was again appointed at the banning of the McKinl^ 
Administration, this time to Manila. 

Nothing was heard from the O'Brien case until in 1899 Mr. A. A. Lessueur wrote 
to the Department inquiring what disposition had been made of the proper^ 
of O'Brien. Mr. Williams was called upon for an explanation and replied (dis- 
patch of March 25, 1899) that an attorney in Rochester named Sol Weil liad 
presented to him a power of attorney from O'Brien in favor of a woman in 
New York, and that he had made a settlement with Weil and held his receipt 

This report was not satisfactory, but all attempts to obtain a more detailed 
report from Mr. Williams were unsuccessful until his appearance at the De- 
partment last March, when he was personally advised to forward the r^;K>rt 
He did so on April 4, 1900, the report being in substance that the property of 
O'Brien was brought to Rochester, and after some years Williams believed his 
services in securing the detention of O'Brien (for which he was paid salary as 
consul) deserved compensation, and "so applied the money;" that Weil then 
presented the power of attorney and received the watch, revolver, etc "The 
attorney considered as I did, that I had earned the castL" 

After the occupation of Manila by United States military authorities, and 
after Mr. Williams's functions as consul had ceased, he was empowered by the 
military authorities to perform certain duties, including notarial services, attest- 
ing bills of sale of vessels, etc. From dispatches forwarded to the Department 
it appears that he exceeded these powers. The position of the War Department 
on the subject was inquired (into), and in a communication from the Secretary 
of War dated September 7, 1899, it appears that under date of September 21, 
1898, the military secretary of the islands reprimanded Mr. Williams for his 
conduct in " overstepping the limits of his authority and interfering in matters 
which had been placed under the supervision of officers" of the military gov- 
ernment 

One instance of this unauthorized conduct was the receiving, advising, and 
communicating with military headquarters respecting the desires of Spanish 
prisoners of war who were under the control of the provost-marshal-generaL 
In this communication General Otis says : 

" We tried hard to hold Mr. Williams within proper bounds, but it has been a 
difficult task. Notwithstanding the limited powers conferred upon him by 
inclosed General Orders, Nos. 1 and 13, he has taken action with regard to 
ships, American seamen, and American interests, even with political affairs, and 
we have been obliged to extricate ourselves out of entanglements of his creation, 
this with difficulty. He has recently advertised himself as a prosecutor of 
claims against the United States Government, and what he will engage in next 
is hard to discover." 

A letter is on file from David Starr Jordan, president of Leland Stanford 
Junior University, dated November 20, 1899, stating that he learned in a private 
conversation with General f^inston that Mr. Oscar F. Wildman* (undoubtedly 
Williams was meant) was engaged in obtaining titles to property in the Philip- 
pines by false pretenses and claimed to be able to guarantee that the Govern- 
ment would protect these titles for the consideration of a one-fourth interest in 
the property deeded to him. 

The statement of President Jordan is additionally interesting when read in 
connection with tbe report of Lieut Charles H. Burritt, in charge of tbe mining 
bureau in Manila. (Annual Report of the War Department, 1900, pp. 173 to 
17a) 

" It appears that after May 1, 1898, several Spanish officials, foreseeing the 
probable downfall of Spanish power in the Philippines, devised a plan to reserve 
to their friends * a large control in the best-known mining regions ' of the 
islands, and to secure ' large tracts of land to be used in the organization and 
floating of speculative mining corporations in the United States and elsewhere.' 
The director of mines, his secretary, and the inspector-general of mines were 
the real offenders, notwithstanding the fact that the royal decree declared that 
Government officials and employees should not be interested in mines. The 
method of these officials was for one to present a petition for claim to the other, 
which would be approved, and thus a number of so-called claims to mines and 
mining land were placed upon the records in direct disregard of the require- 
ments of the law. 

** Just previous to the American occupation of Manila and while the Spanish 
officials were in possession, May 1, 1898, to February 1, 1899, there were at- 
tempted to be instituted 1,618 third-class claims, equal to over 149 million 
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of mining claims and of some agricultural and timber land which was held 
under doubtful titles. 

Mr. McLeod stated that Consul Williams's proposals were accepted in a num- 
ber of cases and rejected in others. I have no doubt that he can give tlie 
names of a number of these Spaniards and natives. 

Mr. McLeod also told me that in ISdS, when the vessels of the Ck>mpaiiia Marl- 
tima were transferred from the Spanish to the American flag, Ck>nsul Williams 
demanded a most exorbitant fee, some thousands of dollars, before he would 
sign the necessary papers. Mr. McLeod considered this nothing more nor less 
than a bid for a bribe and threatened to inform General Otis, whereupon Con- 
sul Williams abated his demand and signed the papers for the legal fee. 

I recollect hearing others than Mr. McLeod speak of Consul Williams's 
enterprises, but after the lapse of more than four years am not able to give 
names. 

Very respectfully, Fbedkbick Funston, 

Brigadier-General, C7. 8, Army, 

Hon. Assistant Secbetabt of State, 

Washington, D. C. 



[Copy— Tranalatioii. ] 

RoTAL Legation of the Netherlands, 

Washington, January 20, 190S. 
Mr. Secbetaby of State : 

I t&ke the liberty to call your excellency's attention to the course pulrsued 
by the United States consul-general at Singapore, who. In 1901, thought 
proper to intervene in a suit between the Sultan of Lingga-Riouw and depend- 
encies (Dutch East Indies) and a Chinese named Y Tan, a merchant at Singa- 
pore, who demanded payment of certain claims which, as he alleged, were due 
him from the Sultan. 

In 8upp<>rt of the foregoing, I have the honor herewith to inclose certified 
copies of three letters addressed to the Sultan of Langga-Riouw by the United 
States consul-general at Singapore. These documents, all of which bear the 
marks of official communications, and which are signed by Mr. O. F. Williams 
in his capacity as consular representative of the United States, will prove to 
your excellency that that officer has availed himself of his official capacity 
to try to exert pressure upon the aforesaid Sultan. 

I am now instructed by my Government to bring this incident to your excel- 
lency's notice and to express the hope that the United States Government, after 
convincing itself of the justice of the objection raised by the Government of the 
Queen, will be pleased to take such measures as it may think proper to prevent 
any such interference in the internal affairs of a country over which the officer 
in question has no jurisdiction from being repeated hereafter. 

Begging your excellency to be pleased to inform me in due time of the decision 
that shall hav^ been reached by you on this subject I gladly avail myself of this 
occasion. Mr. Secretary of State, to reiterate to your excellency the assurance of 
my highest consideration. 

Gevebs. 

His Excellency John Hay, 

Secretary of State of the United States. 



[Abschrlft.— Bylage B.] 

Consui*ate-Genebal of the United States, 

Singapore, June 14» 1901. 
Honored Sir: I hold the claim of Y Tan, of this city, amounting now to 
above Jf»9,091 Mexican or local money, and have been informed that before the 
resident you agreed to settle some time ago. 

You are a wealthy potentate and surely value the dignity of your good name 
too highly to decline to at once pay this claim and so close the matter. 

I hesitate to take official action in this matter, and so write you this friendly 
request that you send your cashier to me before July 1 and pay the debt in full. 
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Kindly inform me by return mail if I may depend upon full payment this 
month. If you so write me I will wait all this month to meet your pleasure, 
but in case I do not obtain from you such promise I shall be compelled to act 
floon. 

Begging your compliance in full with my request, I remain, 
Your obedient servant, 

[W.O.] O. F. WnxiAMB, 

Unit0d Btates Oomu^Gwerta^ 

H. H. Sultan Abduubachman Moethamsah, Rhio. 



[Abechrift.— -Bylage F.] 

Ck>N8ULAB Service, United States of America, 

Singapore, 8. 8., July 16, 1901, 
Honored Sir: Understanding that Y Tan had offended you so that business 
relations were not easy, but that by judgment recognized by you before the 
resident his claim against you was valid and binding, I took an interest in it, 
believing that you, as a rich man, would prefer settlement through a friendly 
party than to have Y Tan advertising as of late in the public press. 
Since your letter, fuller examination will be made. 

I only endeavored to do that which seemed best for all parties, and remain. 
Your obedient servant, 

[w. o.] O. F. Williams, 

United States Consul-GeneraL 
H. H. the Sultan of Lingoa and Rhio. 



[Abschrift— Bylage E.] 

Consular Service, United States of America. 

Singapore, 8. 8,, July 8, 1901. 
Honored Sir : On June 14 ultimo I wrote you asking that prior to Jnly 1 you 
send your cashier and pay an account due Mr. Y Tan, amounting to $9,091.76, 
and in which I have an interest. 

As the said claim is not disputed by you, but has been acknowledged by you 
as valid and binding before the resident, I conclude that since you are a ruler 
of vast wealth you must have failed to get my letter. Hence, to insure receipt 
of this one I have it duly registered and shall expect your reply by return mail. 
It will be much pieasanter and better to settle the matter at once, as we are 
each busy men. 

I remain, honored sir, your most obedient servant, 

(w. G.) O. F. Welllams, 

United States Consul-General, Singapore, 8. 8. 
H. H. THE Sultan of Lingga and Rhio. 



[Copy.] 
No. 30.] Department of State, 

Washington, January 27, 1903. 

Sir: I inclose herewith copy of a note received by the Department of State 
from the minister of the Netherlands to this capital, together with copies of 
Its Inclosures, in which complaint is made that you, as consul-general of the 
United States, have endeavored to collect from the Sultan of Lingga and Rhio 
a debt alleged to be due a Chinaman named Y Tan. These inclosures are 
copies of letters alleged to have been sent by you to the Sultan, and are dated 
from your consular office. In one of them you say : " I hesitate to take official 
action in this matter, and so write you this friendly request that you may send 
your cashier to me before July 1 and pay the debt in full." 

As these copies are duly attested as officially taken from letters sent by you 
to the Sultan, it would appear to the Department to be prima facie established. 
tliat you have so communicated with the Sultan of liln^vi «ji<^ ^QiXAq. 
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In the first place the Department would be glad to know on what antborlty 
you presume to address the sovereign of a state to which you are not ae- 
credited. Your letters accredit you to the authorities of Great Britain at 
Singapore, and under no circumstances, except by special authorization of the 
Department of State, are you warranted in officially communicating with any 
other foreign state or sovereign. But, furthermore, were the matter within 
the jurisdiction of your official duties, the Department would be glad to know 
by what authority you have taken up the claim of the subject of a foreign 
government against another foreign government, whether that to wliich yon 
are accredited or to any other. The functions of your office pertain solely to 
American interests and not to those of Chinese subjects. 

A full and satisfactory report is expected from you upon this subject, and 
future absolute abstinence from official communications with foreign govern- 
ments or the support of claims of citizens or subjects of any government other 
than your own, except in each case either generally or specifically under in- 
structions to you from the Department of State. 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

Hebbebt H. D. PsmcB, 

Third Assistant Secretary, 

O. F. Williams, Esq., 

Consul-General of the United States, Singapore, 8. 8, 



U. S. Consulate-Geneilal, 

Singapore, 8. 8., March 8, 1909. 

Sib: Your honored No. 30, of January 27, 1903, received this hour. ♦ ♦ ♦ 

In re my correspondence with the Sultan of Lingga and Rhio for Y Tan, a 
Chinaman, I have the honor to reply as follows : 

First To admit whatever fault exists. 

Second. Having several times as an arbitrator settled business troubles be- 
tween contending parties, I hoped to do so in the case mentioned, and ask that 
you again read my letters. 

Third. I had then been here but a short time, and believed the realm of the 
Sultan to be under the flag of Great Britain, and hence within my general 
jurisdiction. 

Fourth. The debtor and creditor were at swords points, enemies, and, as 
Americans are much honored in the Orient since the Spanish war, I was in- 
clined to believe a settlement possible. 

Fifth. Before I undertook the matter and for several days the Chinaman had, 
by display ad., publicly, in the daily papers, advertised the claim for sale, and 
the ad. was printed in both English and Malay, and in a full description, which 
must have greatly embarrassed the Sultan. 

I had it taken out of the papers. 

It seems to me the Sultan did not feel his dignity hurt by my action, for he 
has since then several times sent his brother to me on other matters and always 
with expressions of great respect and friendliness. 

Surely I had no thought of wrongdoing. 

I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 

O. F. Williams, 
United States Consul-General, Singapore, 8. 8. 

Hon. H. H. D. Pekce. 

Third Assistant Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 



[Copy.] 

No. 39.] Depabtmsnt of State, 

Washington, May 9, 1903. 

Sib: I have to acknowledge the receipt of your unnumbered dispatch of 
March 8, last, relative to the complaint of the minister of the Netherlands at 
Washington, that you, as consul-general of the United States, endeavored to 
collect from the Sultan of Lingga and Rhio a debt alleged to be due a Chinaman 
named Y Tan. 

In reply I have to inform you that the Department does not regard your 
explanation as satisfactory. You should have known that relations with the 
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Sultan were out of the sphere of your official functions, and that If the debtor 
and creditor were " at swords points " It In no way concerned you, as neither 
were citizens of this country, nor was the matter of a public advertisement by 
etther party an affair for you to notice. The question is whether you had 
authority to take the course pursued by you and not whether the Sultan is or 
Is not aggrieved by your unwarranted action, and you will in future be strictly 
guided H[>y the admonition given you In the Department's instruction No. 30, of 
January 27 last 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

Hebbebt H. D. Peibce, 

Third Assistant Secretary, 
OscAB F. WnxiAMS, Esq., 

Con^ul-Oeneral of the United States, Singapore, S, S. 



HONGKONG. 



Consul-General Edward S. Bragg * * * is generally re- 
spected in Hongkong, and his integrity is beyond question. Both 
General and Mrs. Bragg's health appear to suffer considerably from 
the climate of Hongkong, and I should doubt whether he would be 
able long to retain uie position on this account. At the same time I 
have no intimation that he intends to resign. 

There has been some complaint on the part of some of the mer- 
chants of Hongkong that Mr. Harry M. Hoobins, the vice and deputy 
consul-general, obstructs business, and it has been intimated that he 
has sought to obtain unwarrantable compensation from persons hav- 
ing business at the consulate. I have, however, been able to obtain 
no evidence to substantiate this and submit only a verbal statement, 
which was made to me for what it may be worth, with the remark 
that it comes from a merchant of high standing in Hongkong. 

CHINA. 

CAISTON. 

The gravest of the charges against Robert M. McWade, late consul- 
general of the United States at Canton, and those most clearly sub- 
stantiated, are as follows : 

First Gross drunkenness upon a public occasion. 

Second. Employment in a position of grave trust and responsi- 
bility in the consulate of a convicted felon who had served a term in 
prison in Hongkong for the larceny of a large sum of money. 

Third. Issuance of fraudulent Chinese certificates for the admis- 
sion into the United States of Chinese cooly laborers under the guise 
of merchants, and receiving illegal fees therefor, and conspiring to 
do the same for the importation of coolies into the Philippines. 

Fourth. Extending the protection of his consulate to Chinese sub- 
jects on the ground mat they were American citizens. 

Fifth. Interference with the affairs of the Government of China. 

3ixth. Persecution of an American citizen for purposes of revenge. 

Seventh. Corruption in office. 

Charge No. 1 : Gross drunkenness upon a public occasion. 

My personal inquiries from persons of the highest respectability in 
Canton and Hongkong, all of whose stories were to thft ^«lTs\^ ^wx^'^xN-^ 
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verified the report which had come to the Department that upon the 
opening of the Canton-Hankow Eailway, which McWade attended 
in his official capacity, McWade was disgracefully drunk and in this 
condition made a public exhibition of himself. The statements re- 
garding this affair which were made to me by a number of witnesses 
practically coincided with the statement made by C. B. Perkins and 
F. R. Clute in the documents herewith submitte'd, marked " Exhibit 
A,'' as follows: 

Another case, much more disgraceful on account of the publicity, occurred 
last November at the opening of the railway from Canton to Fat-Shan. All of 
the leading officials and people of importance from southern China were pres- 
ent, including the governor of the Hongkong colony and his wife and staff. 
Champagne flowed freely and McWade became boisterously drunk. He was 
called upon to make a speech, but was unable to respond. In place of a speech 
he volunteered to sing "Auld Lang Syne." While this edifying exhibition was 
taking place some one in the rear of the audience shouted " Hurrah for Ire- 
land I " McWade became very dignified at once and replied : ** I can whip the 
son of a bitch that said that." It is to be remembered that this language was 
used in the presence of a large crowd and the leading business men and officials 
of southern China were present besides many naval officers from the different 
ships that were lying in the harbor at the time. 

Charge No. 2 : The employment in a position of grave trust and 
responsibility in the consulate of a convicted felon. 

In this connection I submit, marked " Canton Exhibit B," a letter 
addressed to me by M. M. Langhorn, esq., then United States com- 
mercial agent at Dalny, but formerly United States vice-consul at 
Canton, together with its inclosures. Amonff these inclosuies is the 
letter of the colonial secretary of the BritiSi colony of Hongkong 
to the vice-consul-general of the United States, inclosing a copy of the 
minute by the registrar of the supreme court to the colonial secretary 
showing that Antonio Maria Da Silva was sentenced to three years' 
imprisonment with hard labor for stealing $23,484.77, to which charge 
he pleaded guilty. This Da Silva was the chief clerk of McWad?s 
consulate, and was employed by him in a most confidential capacity 
and one of great trust, and the evidence seems to indicate that Mc- 
Wade required the services of an unscnipiilous person in connection* 
with many of his transactions and that JDa Silva entirely filled the 
bill. 

Charge No. 3 : The issuance of fraudulent Chinese certificates for 
the admission into the United States, and probably into the Philip- 
pines, of Chinese cooly laborers under the guise of merchants, and re- 
ceiving illegal fees therefor. 

There have been for some time suspicions on the part of the Treas- 
ury Department that irregularities existed in the issuance of certifi- 
cates to Chinese to enter the territory of the United States under Sec- 
tion VI of the Chinese exclusion act, and in this connection I submit 
certain correspondence which passed between the Treasury Depart- 
ment, the Department of Commerce and Labor, and the State De- 
partment in the spring and early summer of 1903, marked " Canton 
JExhibit C," and 1 further submit, marked " Canton Exhibit D," a 
letter from the Acting Secretary of War to the Secretary of State, 
dated April 28, 1904, together with the documents which accompaniea 
them. The affidavit of Russell Colgrove, marked " Canton Exhibit 
E," and the affidavit of Charles E. Richardson, marked " Canton 
Exhibit F," and I refer in this connection also to the letter of M. M. 
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Langhom, previously submitted as Exhibit B. Exhibit D, with its 
looompanying documents, shows that a conspiracy existed to ship 
Qiinese cooly laborers to the Philippines under the guise of mer- 
diants, and, taken into consideration with the other evidence, they 
lead to the inevitable conclusion that McWade was a party to the 
conspiracy. It is to be remembered that these documents constitute 
the correspondence between these parties who were engaged in organ- 
izing a monopoly in the issuance of fraudulent Chinese certificates 
in southern China. There can have been no possible reason why 
these parties should have misled each other in or^nizing this illicit 
business, and indeed to have done so would certainly have been at the 
risk of serious confusion in carrying out the deal. The correspond- 
ence of these conspirators shows that Richardson was communicating 
to McWade facts of a most confidential nature in connection with the 
conspiracy, and if McWade understood at all the drift of the letter of 
July 27, 1903, he must have been privy at least to the conspiracy, if 
not himself a party to it; but, indeed, it is scarcely believable that 
this letter would have been written to any but a coconspirator, and 
the postscript indicates that McWade was a beneficiary in the deal. 

The paragraph of this letter reading, " however crude the way in 
which the business was solicited here by sending runners to different 
^ips, asking if they had coolies or otherwise to go, has come to the 
ears of the detectives of the secret service here, and reports were sent 
in. These parties, coolies, etc., went through your oflBce," clearly 
indicates a mutual knowledge on the part of Richardson and McWade 
that coolies were being sent from Canton to Manila, and the next 
paragraph alludes to wie same matter. The last paragraph as well 
as the postscript are of such a nature as clearly to indicate collusion 
between Mc^Vade and Richardson in this business. The letter of 
Kichardson to Ballantyne of August 17, 1903, specifies the fee which 
McWade was to receive for viseing these fraudulent certificates. 
This is a letter of one party to another, who were associated together 
in a business in which any misrepresentation could not fail to lead to 
grave complications and possible exposure. The letter of Richard- 
son to Le Due of August 21, 1903, again alludes to Mc Wade's connec- 
tion with the affair, as does the letter of Richardson to Ballantyne of 
August 27, 1903. The letter of Page to Richardson of July 17, 1903, 
indicates confidential relations between McWade and the conspirators 
in this fraudulent business. 

The articles of agreement between Charles E. Richardson & Co. 
and John T. Miller & Co. clearly set forth what the business of the 
conspirators was, and, while the main part of the agreement refers 
only to Amoy, the supplementary agreement brings Canton within 
its purview. 

The letter of September 2, 1903^ from Richardson to Miller, shows 
that business was being done with Chinamen from Canton. The 
letter of Richardson to Li, of September 3, 1903, mentions Mc Wade's 
course of action in protecting the conspirators in their nefarious busi- 
ness. The letter of Richardson to Ballantyne, of September 14, 1903, 
proposes to extend the business to emigrants to the United States, and 
mentions the price it would be necessary to pay to McWade for each 
certificate. The letter of Richardson to Miller, of September 15, 
1903, shows that Canton Chinamen were being shipped by these con- 
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spirators. The letter of Richardson to Ballantyne, of September 29, 
1903, mentions five men who were going from Hongkong to be passed 
as merchants. The letter of Richardson to Miller, of October 1, 1908, 
mentions that Richardson had " some men passing the consul " (at 
Canton). The deposition of W. D. Ballantyne shows what the busi- 
ness of the conspirators was, although it does not definitely include 
Canton. The deposition of Charles E. Richardson clearly and defi- 
nitely implicates Mc Wade, and is borne out by all of the correspond- 
ftnco between the parties. 

Paragraph 15 of this deposition of Richardson states that on the 
1st of Octooer, 1903, and on the following day, at about 8.30 a. m., he, 
Ricliardson, saw A. M. P. Da Silva in nis. Da Silva's, room at the 
Victoria Hotel, Shameen, Canton, and then and there paid him the 
sum of $200 Hongkong currency. Richardson's name appears on 
the register of the Victoria Hotel, Shameen, Canton, on October 2, 
1903. While the very nature of the business shows that the persons 
associated together in it have been devoid of moral principle, which 
would in itself tend to discredit their unsupported statements, these 
exhibits, when taken together, constitute a fabric of evidence impli- 
cating McWade in this business in a way which no explanation which 
he has hitherto submitted is adequate to explain, and I call your 
attention to the letters of the Hon. W. L. Goldsborough, assistant 
attorney-general of the Philippines, dated December 4 and December 
5, 1903, respectively, on pages 42 and 45 of Exhibit D in this case. 
Furthermore, I have the nonor to submit some 120 certificates issued 
to Chinamen for their immigration into the United States under 
section 6 of the Chinese-exclusion act, and vis^d bj' McWade within 
the period of about one year, all of whom were refused admission into 
the United States on the ground that the certificates misrepresented 
the evident status of the individuals; and I further submit with them 
four certificates handed me by Charles E. Richardson as certificates 
which he had obtained and paid for for the admission of coolies as 
merchants into the United states. These certificates are signed by 
Russell Colgrove as vice-consul, and Colgrove declared to me that 
they were signed by him by order of McWade. Furthermore, since 
McWade left Canton there have been found a number of blank cer- 
tificates signed by the appropriate Chinese officials, all ready to be 
filled out in favor of such applicants as McWade might desire. 

The affidavit of Russell Colgrove, marked " Canton Exhibit E," 
agrees with the statement made by M. M. Langhorn, Exhibit B, 
regarding the manner of passing Chinamen brou^t to the consulate 
to receive certificates of immigration, and Colgrove adds that he saw 
one of these cooly brokers pay into the hands of Da Silva a large 
sum of money, which Da Silva placed in the safe in his room, and 
the next morning, in his, Colgrove's, company, he deposited it in 
the safe of McWade, and that the money was paid out the same -day 
by McWade to a Chinese banker at Canton. Both Langhorne and 
Uolgrove agree in the statement that Lum and Jay Kahn were 
Chinese brokers engaged in sending Chinese immigrants to the 
United States and the Philippines, and McWade instructed both of 
them that the applicants for certificates brought by those men were 
to be passed. The instructions to Langhorne are not quite so explicit, 
it is true, but the intent is obvious, and the applicants were to be 
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turned over to Da Silva. Colgrove, it is true, is not a man of irre- 

Eroachable character. He is an adventurer and addicted to drink, 
ut his allegations coincide so nearly with those of Langhorne in this 
particular and with the instructions from McWade to Langhorne, 
which appear in Mc Wade's own handwriting in Exhibit B, that his 
statement in this particular at least can hardly be doubted. More- 
over, it is to be remembered that McWade caused the removal of 
Langhorne on what afterwards appeared to be insuflBcient grounds, 
and Colgrove was the man whom he himself selected to fill his (Lang- 
horne's) place after making a long voyage with him, during which 
he had much confidential talk with him and must have known of his 
character and habits. Evidently he expected to find in him a weak 
and willing tool, and evidently also he aid find Colgrove to be such a 
tool lip to the time of their quarrel. I submit McWade's statement, 
dated December 9, 1903, marked " Canton Exhibit G," in his defense. 
A further defense made by McWade is that made in the documents 
marked '' Canton Exhibit D " and dated December 24, 1903. The 
substance of both of these communications is practicallv a general 
denial of the charges, in support of which, in Exhibit G, AfcWade 
incloses certain affidavits, the first by Russell Colgrove, the only im- 
portant allegation of which is that Richardson wanted to make an 
arrangement, so that all the Chinese going into Manila from Canton 
would have to pass through his hands, and that Da Silva informed 
him, Richardson, that this was impossible. The next affidavit is 
that of Da Silva, who makes a positive denial of the charges. His 
affidavit must be viewed in the light of the facts that he himself was 
implicated in the traffic, if McWade was, and that he is an ex-convict. 
The next is an affidavit by a Chinaman named Lee Chee, tending to 
disprove all of Richardson's statements and the charges agamst 
McWade. It is sworn to before Russell Colgrove as vice-consul- 
general of the United States at Canton. Such an oath by a Chinese 
subject before a foreign consular officer can hardly be regarded as 
competent evidence. The next is the deposition of J. D. Gillilan, 
which proves nothing. Any statement of Gillilan's is discredited 
by McWade himself m his letter marked " Canton Exhibit J," and 
in Exhibit C of the document marked " Canton Exhibit K." The 
next is the affidavit of another Chinaman before the United States 
vice-consul-general and is one of the parties mentioned by Colgrove 
and Langhorne as brokers whose applicants were to be passed. The 
next is the affidavit of Jay Kahn, also a Chinaman, and also sworn to 
before the United States vice-consul-general. This man is another 
of the Chinese brokers mentioned by Colgrove and Langhorne. The 
next is the affidavit of another Chanaman, one Fung Hung, also 
sworn to before the United States vice-consul-general and dated No- 
vember 23, 1903, immediately after McWade heard of Richardson 
implicating him in this traffic. It has the double purpose of, first, 
to discredit Richardson, making it appear that he was engaged in 
violating the likin or internal-customs duties of China by lending his 
name for an annual compensation as a merchant to cover the transac- 
tions of Chinese who were the real principals, and, second, to show 
that Richardson did not pay bribes of any kind to anyone in the 
consulate. Immediately after the signing of this deposition by 
Fung Hung, McWade, who had previously been, as the correspond- 

H. Doc. 6d5, 59-1 2 



18 INSPECTION OF UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE ORIENT. 

ence shows, on friendly terms with Richardson, declared to the 
Chinese authorities, without any further support for the statement 
than this aflBdavit, that Richardson was not a merchant doing busi- 
ness in hisrOwn name, but was acting as a cloak for Chinese merchants 
to enable them to evade the likin tax The aflBdavit of Russell Col- 
grove, Exhibit E, states further how this aflBdavit was obtained, and 
that it was the purpose of McWade to wreak vengeance upon Rich- 
ardson for implicating him in this fraudulent immigration business. 
The facts obtained by Mr. F. D. Cheshire and myself disproved Fung 
Hung's statements regarding Richardson in this respect and wholly 
invalidates Fung Hung's affidavit. The next three are affidavits of 
McWade himself, couched in theatrical terms, which do not seem 
to add any special value to his declarations. The next is a copy of a 
letter from the hoppo or superintendent of imperial customs at 
Canton to McWade, the essential part of which is the statement as 
follows : 

I have to add that no coolies have ever apiwnred at my office for passports, 
and I have never issued any passports unless for merchants, students, travelers, 
and teachers, after proper inquiries have l>een made and reliahle merchants or 
bankei*s have api)eared at my office and signed a jruaranty bond. 

The letter is dated December 5, 190;]. His excellency, the hoppo, 
appears to have been mistaken, as the four certificates for the admis- 
sion of admitted coolies, signed bv Russell Colgrove, United States 
vice-consul-general, and submitted herewith, marked '" Canton Ex- 
hibit H," are dated September, 1903. The next is a copy of a letter 
from Colonel Yang, of the Shameen legation guards, to McWade, 
stating that "no Chinese have ever been sent by them [Richardson 
or his comprador] fi-om here to the Philippines,-' and that Richard- 
son " had never been an immigration broker in Canton." This is 
dated November 26, 1903, and seems to Ix? disproved by Exhibit H. * 
The next is a copy of a letter from Jay Kahn to McWade to the effect 
that Richardson was endeavoring to obtain a monopoly of the Chi- 
nese immigration business. McWade's statement is accompanied by 
photographic copies of letters from Richardson to Karl Johnson, 
vice-consul at Amoy, which have no bearing on the Canton busine&s. 

Charge No. 4. Extending the protection of his consulate to Chi- 
nese subjects on the ground that they were American citizens; and 

Charge No. 5. Interference with the affairs of the Government of 
China. 

Soon after my arrival in Hongkong the viceroy of the two Kwangs 
sent word to me tlirough Messi-s. Shewan & Tomes, merchants of 
Hongkong, having also a place of business in Canton, that he greatly 
desired to see me l^efore 1 should visit the consul-general at Canton. 
Accordingly, on April 31, 1903, I was received by the viceroy, who 
communicated to me what follows: 

That McWade constantly interferes in the cases of Chinese sub- 
jects, demanding that they be treated as American citizens on the 
ground that they were naturalized as such. 

Tliat in one case a hifjh official, namely, a prefect of police, was 
removed from office bv his (the viceroy's )*^ orders, and that McWade 
endeavored to secure his reinstatement into office through appealing 
to higher authoritv, and the secretarv for foreign affairs of the vice- 
roy has been toldl^ but has no proo^ of the truth of the allegation. 
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that MeWade was offered $100,000 Mexican to secure that official's 
reinstatement into office. 

That McWade has organized a so-called *' Five O'Clock Club," 
which was the resort of all of the most corrupt officials of Canton. 

The viceroy said that, to his great regret, there has been and still 
is much corruption among Chinese officials, and especially in Canton, 
but that he was endeavoring to stamp it out, and that the Five 
O'clock Club no longer meets, for the reason that most of its mem- 
bers have been removed from office. 

He said, further, that Da Silva, the clerk of the consulate, is known 
to him and to the Government as being a most corrupt man, a former 
convict, and a most objectionable official to the Chinese authorities. 

I requested the viceroy to give me some documentary evidence of 
his statements, and accordin^y I received from him the papers ap- 
pended hereto, marked " Canton Exhibit I." 

After the interview with the viceroy, a Chinaman, a prisoner in 
irons, was brought before me, in the presence of the viceroy's secre- 
tary for foreign affairs, and he told the following story : 

lie had at one time lived at Portland, Oreg., m the United States, 
and when he returned to Canton another Chinaman became indebted 
to him in the sum of $3,000 Mexican, which he could not pay him, 
but he gave him a certain promissory note of a third party, payable 
to the debtor, for $15,000 Mexican, and told this prisoner to collect it 
and retain for himself $3,000. He found difficulty in collecting this 
note, and so went to McWade, who said to him, •' You ought to claim 
the whole amount asvours, as in that case you can more easily make 
the collection." McWade made him promise to give him one-third of 
the amount collected for helping him, and believing it to be a mere 
matter of form, and on Mc Wade's insistence, he did claim the whole 
amount of the note. McWade failed to collect the note, and the man 
was then tried in the Chinese court for forgery of the note. The 
man was condemned to one year's imprisonment, the sentence being 
not for forgery, but for claiming what did not belong to him. Mc- 
Wade, learning of the verdict, requested that it be revised and that 
the man be given five years' imprisonment, because, he said, he did 
not want him coming around out of prison and giving trouble to him. 
The secretary for fqreign affairs of the vicerov then told me that he 
knew of his Qwn knowledge that McWade had made this request for 
revision of the sentence. The documents herewith submitted in evi- 
dence show that McWade did attempt to collect a note owed by one 
Chinaman to another, amounting to $15,000, on the ground that the 
creditor, named Wong Tan, was an American citizen. A note made 
by the secretary for foreign affairs at the bottom of Mc Wade's letter 
to the viceroy, dated March 19, 1902, states that this man, Wong Tan, 
was the man who confessed to me. Wong's statement to me was that 
he was bom in China, and went and resided in the United States for 
some years. As the statutes of the United States do not permit the 
naturalization of a Chinaman, it is impossible that Wong Tan could 
have been an American citizen, as claimed by McWade, and these 
documents appear to bear out the allegations of the Chinaman made 
to me and note of which I made immediately afterwards. The last 
two documents of this exhibit refer to the case of another Chinaman 
claimed by McWade to be an American citizen. 
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Charge No. 6. Perse<;ution of an American citizen for purposes of 
revenge. 

The object of the persecution here charged was Charles E. Rich- 
ardson, whose relations with McWade are set forth in the considera- 
tion of charge No. 3, and who, in his confession, marked " Exhibit 
D (2J," as well as in his examination, included among the documents 
constituting Exhibit D, implicated McWade in the conspiracy to sell 
fraudulent Chinese certificates. 

Immediately on learning of this action on Richardson's part, Mc- 
Wade took steps to ruin his (Richardson's) business by declaring to 
the Chinese authorities that Richardson was not a bona fide merchant, 
but was acting upon a salary as a clerk for certain Chinese traders to 
avoid the likm tax. In consequence his merchandise was seized by 
the Chinese authorities, and he was unable to transact business in 
Canton, where he had large interests. All this is set forth in the evi- 
dence and has been previously commented on. 

Still further, as appears from the affidavit of Russell Colegrove, 
formerly vice-consul-general and marshal of Mc Wade's consular court, 
he gave orders to Colegrove, as marshal, should Richardson show him- 
self in Canton to cause him to be arrested and thrown into prison 
under conditions which smacked of mediaeval cruelty. Cvolegrove 
says : 

On one occasion the coiiRiil-general, Robert M. McWade, called nie into his 
private office In the consulate building at Canton, while I was acting as mar- 
shal of the consulate, and on going into the consul-generaFs office I found 
seated there a Chinaman by the name of Yan Sic Chang, who is the Chinese 
official in charge of the Shameen Guanls. Mr. Da Silva acted as interpreter on 
this occasion, and my Instructions given me at that time by the consul-general, 
Robert McWade. were that if Mr. Charles E. Richardson came within the juris- 
diction of the Canton United States consulate I should immediately send for this 
Chinese official. Tan Sic Chang, who thereupon was instructeil to bring 20 
soldiers to seize Mr. Richardson and were to take him Immediately to the 
Chinese jail, and I was further Instructed by the consul-general, Robert Mc- 
Wade, to have Richardson's hands chained and the chains to be riveted and not 
locke<l, also his feet to be chained and the chains to be similarly riveted, and a 
chain passed around his waist and fastened to a ring In the wall of the cell 
which Is used to eonflne Chinese prisoners condenmed to be beheaded, and the 
consul-general. Robert McWade, gave me most explicit Instructions that Rich- 
ardson while in jail was to have a diet consisting of canal water and partially 
cooked rice, similar to the diet furnished to a condemned prisoner. This canal 
water Richardson was to have while In jail Is water tfowlng between the city 
of Canton and Shameen, and the canal carries the refuse of the city of Canton. 
The consul-general, Robert McWade, remarked on this occasion when giving 
these instructions regarding the diet to l)e furnished Richardson while he would 
be in jail, that he was to have damned little of that. 

CiiAR(JE No. 7. Corruption in office. 

The treasurer of a corporation established for the purpose of manu- 
facturing ice in Canton and having its office in Hongkong informed 
me that it had been necessary to give to McWade a large block of 
the capital stock of the company in order to secure his assistance. I 
undoi-stood that this was an American company. 

The confession of McMullen and Passano, marked " Canton Ex- 
hibit Q," further ilhistrates the methods of McWade. The general 
opinion that I found expressed regarding McWade throughout China 
was that he is notoriously corrupt. 

Finally, I submit as bearing jipon Mc Wade's general reputation in 
China and the Far East generally two letters, one from Hon. William 
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H. Taft, Secretary of War, dated May 5, 1904, who had occasion 
while in Manila to investigate the matter of fraudulent Chinese cer- 
tificatfs for immiCTants to the Philippines, and in this connection to 
consider McWade^ general character and reputation, and the other 
from Mr. C. A. Tomes, an American merchant, member of the firm of 
Shewan & Tom'es, of Hongkong, and having a large branch house in 
Canton. Mr. Tomes is highly respected throughout China and is a 
representative American or tHe best sort in everv sense. These docu- 
ments are marked " Canton Exhibit R " and " Exhibit S," respec- 
tively. (Omitted on account of their personal and confidential 
nature.) 

EXHIBITS IK McWADE CASE, CAITTON. 

Canton Exhibit A. 

Protest of C. B, Perkins and F. R. Clute against methods employed by consul- 
general at Canton. 

As the commercial conditions of Americans engaged In business in southern 
China is so precarious, we, as American citizens, wish to enter a most emphatic 
energetic protest against the metliods employed toward Americans by the consul 
general at Canton. 

A word, before reciting our i)er8onal grievances, about the sentiment of 
southern China toward Robert M. McWade, United States consul-general at 
Canton, will not be amiss. McWade, on account of his frequent drunken 
debauches and ungentlemanly conduct, is completely ostracized in a social way. 
I will quote a couple of incidents that are the subject of common talk in southern 
China : 

AI)out a year ago McWade. in a drunken condition, went aboard the steamship 
Fatshan, the boat being in command of Captain liossiers at the time. At the 
time of McWade's arrival Cai)tain I^ossiers was in conversation with his wife. 
The Captain's wife, seeing the drunken condition of McWade, immediately \ 
retired to her cabin. McWade lurched over to the captain and made use of the I * 
following expression : " Hello, captain, old boy, how is it to send your wife 1 
ovei* to my house to mend my drawers; my wife is away?" A serious quarrel • - 
was narrowly averted by the action of a friend in hustling McWade away before / 

the captain could reach him. Another case, much more disgraceful on account 
of the publicity, occurred last November at the railway from Canton to Fatshan. 
All of the leading officials and people of importance from southern China were 
present, including the governor of the Hongkong colony and his wife and staff. 
Champagne flowed very freely, and McWade became boisterously drunk. He 
was called upon to make a speech but was unable to respond. In place of a 
speech he volunteered to sing Auld Lang Syne. While this edifying exhibition 
was taking place someone in the rear of the audience shouted. " Hurrah for 
Ireland." McWade became very dignified at once and replied, ** I can whip the 
son of a bitch that said that." It is to be remembered that this language was 
used in the presence of a large crowd, and the leading business men and 
officials of southern China were present, besides many naval oflflcers from the 
different ships that were lying in the harbor at the time. 

His diplomatic colleagues avoid him as nmch as jwssible and make all the 
communications with him in writing. His name throughout southern China 
reeks of sharp practices and unsavory dealings. We, as Americans, have 
frequently felt very much embarrassed to be obliged to listen to the comments 
concerning him by all the people who have met him or know of him around the 
hotels and upon the boats in which we were traveling. 

The remark is frequently heard that if you want any kind of a shady deal put 
through Just tip McWade and the deal will go through, no matter what the 
nationality of the applicant may be. McWade is ably assisted in questionable 
deals by his chief clerk, a Portuguese ex-convict, by the name of Tony da Silva. 
Sllva has served a term of imprisonment in Hongkong prison for embezzle- 
ment from the Hongkong-Shanghai Banking Corporation. Sllva Is the power 
behind the throne, and McWade consults him on every iwint, and If Silva is 
adverse to a proposition It Is needless to say that It does not go through. Sllva 
acts as a middleman in all questionable deals with Chinese. It is quite need- 
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less for me to go into the numerous unsavory deals that MeWade and Sllva 
have carried on, which, are the subject of common talk around southern China, 
as a great many of them will reach the State Department by official channels. 

Our personal experience will no doubt interest you as an illustration •of how 
American firms are protected (?) by the consul at Canton. During the month of 
October last, after investigating, I determined to commence the business of pur- 
chasing and exportation of firewood at Wuchow, McWade assuring me personally 
that it was a good proposition and that he would give me every protection 
against the likln officials. For this protection, which we were legally entitled to, 
there was an understanding with Sllva that he should have a certain percentage 
of the profits which, at the time of our conversation, he stated that he would 
have to divide with the old man, meaning McWade. 

The method of doing business was as follows : We would charter junks from 
the individual owners, load them with firewood which we had purchased, and 
would then proceed to the imperial customs, where we would have the junks 
inspected, pay the duty on the cargo and pay the tonnage dues for the vessel 
employed, after which the commissioner of customs would grant us a provisional 
charter and give us clearance papers address^ed to the commissioner of customs 
at the next treaty port. The boats were given consecutive numbers and an im- 
perial custom flag and, in addition to this, they constantly flew our company 
flag. The likin or barrier officials were not supposed to molest us in any way 
more than to see that our papers were all right. Nevertheless, all of our boats 
were held up at the various likin stations from one to four days, and one of the 
junks, the Choi Kee, was held at the Wong Kong likin station for a period of 
thirty days. Concerning the case of the Choi Kee, we sent about twenty letters 
and telegrams to the United States consul, all of which remained unanswered. 

Previous and subsequent to this we had sent a great many telegrams and let- 
ters concerning interference, etc., all of which remained unanswered. One 
telegram in r^ly to our voluminous correspondence was all we ever received 
from McWade. 

The detention of the Choi Kee at the likin station caused us a loss of over 
$6,000 gold and practically mined us. Our commercial prestige among the 
Chinese merchants with whom we were dealing was very seriously impaired. 
For this loss we presented a claim to McWade against the Chinese Government 
After much delay it became necessary for me to tell McWade that if immediate 
action was not taken I should refer the entire matter to the State Department 
directly. ^ 

McWade then sent the papers to the Unitetl States minister for action. 
Shortly after the papers were returned to McWade with instructions to go into 
detail a little more. The details, as requested, were furnished, but the i)apers 
were never returned to the minister at Peking, and at present they are lying 
pigeonhole<l at the consulate. 

From the intimacy existing between Silva and the likin officials we are posi- 
tive, tbough we can not prove it, that Silva is receiving some heavy bribe to have 
the palmers held up. We were very seriously handicapped by the fact that the 
United States Government is represented by a commissioner of customs who Is 
a Chinese official at Wuchow, which ix)rt is 220 miles from Canton, where the 
United States consulate is located. In the ordinary routine it would take from 
five to seven days to send a communication from Wuchow to Canton and receive a 
reply ; therefore it became necessary at times to appeal to the commissioner of 
customs, who is an Englishman and bitterly opiwseil to American industries, as 
acting United States consular agent, for immediate action in case where the delay 
of sending a connuunication to Canton wquld Involve a serious loss. 

The sases always concerned the Chinese officials, and invariably the decision 
of the commissionor was against us and in favor of the Chinese. Whatever the 
l)refect might decide the commissioner always took his decisions as final and 
would corroborate them. Two or three cases may illustrate how affairs are 
conducted. A harbor registration office called the " Suin Hong " in maintained 
at Wuchow, for the puri)08e of insiiecting junks for pirates and firearms. 

They levy a duty on Junks of whatever they think the junk owners can stand. 
No foreign firm is paying this squeeze, and when they demanded payment from 
our lx)ats we naturally objected to the payment. We appealed to the commis- 
sioner of customs and he went to the prefect about the case, and the prefect 
decided that we would have to pay the squeeze. We requested the commissioner 
to r)rocure us a schedule pending the settlement of the case by McWade. He 
said they had none. We insisted, and after much delay he gave us a schedule, 
which, by the way, was entirely different from the one that our compradores 
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had procured from the ** Suin Hong " directly during the interval. It must be 
remembered that no other foreign firms pay this squeeze* though English, 
French, Japanese, and Italian firms were doing business in Wuchow. 

Another case occurred in Tung Yuen, on the West River, a great wood center. 
On the Puck La River, which flows into the West River at Tung Yuen, is 
another squeeze station. We were purchasing firewood up the Puck La River, 
and previous to our going to that place we had asked the British consul at 
Wuchow, who was familiar with the status of this squeeze station, whether we 
would be obliged to pay the squeeze and he assured us that it not being a likin 
station we would not have the squeeze to pay. Nevertheless they demanded 
payment and we again appealed to the commissioner at Wuchow pending an 
appeal to McWade. The commissioner at Wuchow again had a conference with 
the prefect and the prefect decided that we would have to pay the squeeze. 

The commissioner cheerfully acquiesced with the prefect and informed the 
magistrate at Tung Yuen that we were to pay the squeeze. 

We were obliged to pay, and by so doing lost several hundred dollars. Again, 
on February 12, application was made to the commissioner of customs of 
Wuchow for transit passes for firewood for export to Hongkong. The commis- 
sioner of imperial customs informed us that the superintendent of customs 
refused to issue the passes, alleging that the viceroy of the two provinces of 
Kwangtung and Kwang Si had issued an edict stating that no transit passes 
for firewood were to be issued. No provision is stated in the treaties or cus- 
toms rules that firewood can not be exported. We at once wrote McWade, 
requesting that he investigate why transit passes were refused us, as they had 
been issued to the South China Commercial Company only a short time before. 
1 waited ten days or more for a reply from McWade, and not hearing from him 
made a trip to Canton and called upon McWade in reference to the matter. 
While in conversation with him he called in his clerk, Silva, and asked him 
what he thought should be done. They finally decided they would write the 
viceroy and find out why transit passes were not delivered to us when we made 
application for them. 

A few days later, upon my return from Hongkong, I called at the consulate 
and asked if they had any word from the viceroy regarding the passes, when I 
was informed by Silva that they had decided to not make the inquiry of the 
viceroy until I again made application for them, and then see if he, the viceroy, 
would refuse me. At that time I had cancelled my contract in Hongkong and 
had no further use for transit passes, although I asked them to write the 
viceroy and see why the passes were refused me, and Silva Informed me they 
would do it at once, but I know positively no communication was ever for- 
warded to the viceroy regarding this matter. 

McWade is very friendly with the commissioner of customs, he having lain 
drunk in the commissioner's house for three days during the previous month of 
August while he was trying to fioat a loan with the viceroy. Whatever the 
commissioner might say McWade would accept as final and concur with his 
decision. 

During the month of April my partner, F. R. Clute, had some friction with 
the commissioner at Wuchow relative to the treatment accorded our firm. The 
commissioner made a long report about the matter and our standing to McWade. 
McWade had a conversation with me about the matter and told me that if I 
did not immediately cancel the partnersliip papers with Mr. Clute that he would 
take the name of the C. B. Perkins Company off his mercantile list. All this 
was done simply on the word of the commissioner, without any investigation on 
the part of McWade. In fact McWade had never seen Mr. Clute and did not 
know him. I protested very strongly, but was compelled to agree to the cancel- 
lation. McWade then assured me that he would inform the commissioner at 
Wuchow that the firm was registered in the United States consulate and was 
all right, and that C. B. Perkins was the sole representative. Instead he in- 
formed the commissioner that the firm no longer existed, and we wore compelled 
to cancel all our contracts and quit business. Within thirty-six horn's after we 
quit business a French subject took up the business we were doing and received 
the protection against the Chinese official by his consulate, and to-day is Tiiaking 
from four to five thousand taels profit each month. 

It seems strange indeed that the American consul can be so derelict of duty 
as to fall to protect American citizens in a foreign land. The proud title of an 
American citizen ought to mean something more than a mere name. What is 
the concern of one should be the concern of all. If an American citizen is in 
any way deprived of his rights in a foreign land under treaty regulations, it is 
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the duty of our Government to at once Invoke its authority by bringing such 
recusant nation to a speedy accountability, and to do this our representative 
should l)e a man of irreproachable character and to command the greatest 
respect. 

C. B. Perkins, State, Oregon. 

F. R. Clute, State, Illinois. 



I, George F. Aitken, do solemnly swear that on or about the 15th day of Octo- 
ber, 1903, the following statement was made by Chief Clerk Silva, of the United 
States consulate, at the Victoria Hotel, Canton : 

Mr. Silva insisted upon having one-third of the profits of the business of the 
proposed finn of the C. B. Perkins Company. Mr. Silva stated : " I will have 
to share with the old man." The term "old man," as used in this case, was 
intended to mean Robert M. McWade, United States consul-general. The above 
statement was made in the presence of Mr. C. B. Perkins. 

Geo. F. Aftken. 

I, (■. R. Perkins, do solemnly declare that on or about the 15th day of Octo- 
ber, 1008. the following statement was made by Chief Clerk Silva, of the United 
States consulate, at the Victoria Hotel, Canton : 

Mr. Silva insisted upon having one-third of the profits of the business of the 
proposed firm of the C. B. Perkins Company. 

Mr. Silva stated: ** I will have to share with the old man." The term "old 
man," as used in this case, was intended to mean Robert M. McWade. United 
States consul-general. The above statement was made in the presence of Mr. 
George F. Aitken. 

. C. B. Perkins. 

Cautoii, Exhibit B. 

Mr. Langhorne to Mr. Peircc. 

Wasuinotox. D. C, December 9, 190S. 
Hon. Herbert H. D. Peirce, 

Third Assistant Secretary of State, 

Washington, D. C. 

Sir : At your request I have the honor to inclose herewith the original instruc- 
tions given to me by Mr. Robert M. McWade, the United States consul-general 
at Canton, China, on September 8, 1903, the eve of Mr. McWade's departure from 
Canton on leave of absence to visit the United States ; and a copy of the minutes 
of the register of the supreme court of Hongkong, China, concerning the sen- 
tence of three years' imprisonment with hard labor to Mr. Antonio da Silva, the 
Portuguese clerk now employed at the consulate-general at Canton, for larceny 
as a clerk, l)eing charged with stealing $23,484.77 Mexican from the Hong 
Kong and Shanghai Bank at Hongkong, to which charge he pleaded guilty; 
also certain information regarding the administration of the consulate-general 
at Canton. 

It will he observed from these written instructions that, although upon Mr. 
McWade's departure from Canton, I, as United States vice-consul, was oflficially 
and legally responsible for the administration of the office, yet Mr. McWade 
attempted to give over the control of the important official business of the con- 
sulate to Mr. Antonio da Silva, instructing me to be guided and governed by Mr. 
da Silva's opinions in nearly all cases. I am convinced that Mr. McWade knew 
of Mr. da Silva's past career. 

Paragraph 2 of said instructions reads as follows: 

"2. Certificates issued by the viceroy and Hopiw should be referredfto Mr. 
da Silva and he will post you as to who can go and who can not, and Jaj' Kan 
Lum and Chan Pak Kwai's people have never given any trouble in America, and 
they having been recognized in this consulate since the time of my predecessors, 
I have nothing to say against them, and I therefore authorize you to give them 
all the facilities they require. In which matters Mr. da Silva can help you." 

In this most important matter of issuing certificates to Chinese emigrants, 
Mr. McWade refers me only to Mr. da Silva, and authorizes me to give to Jay 
Kan and others " all the facilities they require." Jay Kan is well known to be 
an active agent for assisting Chinese emigrants to secure their certificates 
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through the United States consulate at Canton, and it is well understood that 
fees ranging from $300 to $500 Mexican are expected for each certificate given. 

Thus It seems from such instructions that Mr. McWade desired the trade in 
certificates to be continued during his absence, as Mr. da Sllva could be depended 
upon to collect all fees. 

In paragraph No. 5, I am Instructed to " remain at my own desk," which was 
In the general ofl^ce, together with the two Portuguese clerks. These Instruc- 
tions I disregarded. I made full use of the oflSces of the consulate during the 
tinie I was in charge. The dining room mentioned, as well as the rest of the 
house, were given to and occupied by friends of Mr. McWade during his absence 
from Canton. 

Paragraph No. 7 cautions me against having intercourse with one Doctor 
Hager, formerly a missionary and now a practitioner of Chinese law. I know 
Doctor Hager only by reputation, but I have heard that Mr. McWade and Doctor 
Hager were on very bad terms, arising from the distribution of an indemnity 
collected for injuries done to certain properties during the riots of 1900. Mr. 
McWade evidently attempted to prejudice me against Doctor Hager to prevent 
my hearing from Doctor Hager things to Mr. Mc Wade's disadvantage. 

Paragraph No. 8 relates to one Wang Tan, whom I knew from seeing at the 
consulate on several occasions, and understood that he was an American cltlssen 
from California. The following statement in connection with this case I gath- 
ered from Chinese sources : 

During the summer of 1002 Wang Tan brought a promissory note — known not 
to be genuine — on a rich native to the consulate-general for collection. An at- 
tempt was made to collect this note, and the defendant was imprisoned, but 
owing to the influence of the defendant and a large fee Wang Tan's case was 
dropped, and he was turned over to the Chinese authorities by Mr. McWade 
and Imprisoned for forgery. During Wang Tan's imprisonment, he sent letters 
to me asking me to have him released, and his wife came to the office on several 
occasions to Intercede for him, but I knew nothing of the case at the time and 
could not interfere in the face of Mr. McWade's instructions and of Mr. da 
Silva's statements. 

I have no Information in regard to Loo Quong and Charles Wing, but as 
they are worthy of si)ecial mention in Mr. McWade's instructions it may be of 
interest to the Department to establish tlie reasons therefor. 

Paragraph No. 11 reminds me again that all affairs of the office unist l)e kept 
" Inviolably secret." Such secrets as were systematically kept from me until 
Mr. AfcWade's departure from Canton are subjects which might be of great 
value if known to the Department. 

I also forward herewith copies of letters, etc., concerning a land case in Fati. 
which explain themselves. These documents were furnished me by Mr. William 
Danby, of Hongkong. Mr. Danby is one of the principal engineers and archi- 
tects of Hongkong and has done extensive work in tlie I'hillppinos for the 
United States Navy Department. 

In connection with this case 1 beg to say that Mrs. .J. G. Kerr, of the Anierl 
can Presbyterian Mission and Hospital for the Insane at Canton, considera that 
she has prior deeds and rights to this foreshore in question, which borders on 
the property at Fati, and that Mr. McWade had given a wrong decision against 
her in favor of a Chinaman belonging to the Wong family. 

On several occasions Doctor Selden. sui)erintendent of the Canton hospital, 
called uiwn me in Mrs. Kerr's behalf in connection with this case, but after 
Mr. McWade's decision I could do nothing for her. Mrs. Kerr and Doctor 
Selden would, If requested, furnish the Department with a full historj- of the 
case. 

In 1902 Messrs. Shewan, Tomes & C'o., of Hongkong. Canton, and elsewliere, 
the successors of the well-known firm of Russell & Co.. organized a company 
called the Canton Land and Improvement Company. Mr. C. A. Tomes is an 
American citizen, and wished to have the Canton Land and Improvement Com- 
pany, which he was chiefly instrumental in organizing, registered at the United 
States consulate at Canton. During the summer of 1902, Mr. McWade collected 
from Messrs. Shewan, Tomes & Co. a fee of $5(X) Mexican for registering the 
deeds and for other business incidentally connecteil with the Canton Land and 
Improvement Company. A few months later, when I was in charge of the con- 
sulate, Mr. Oilman, acting manager for Messrs Shewan, Tomes & Co., at Canton, 
called upon me to protect the property of the Canton Land and Improvement 
Company from injuries being done by the Chinese. I went to the site with Mr. 
Oilman, and afterwards sent a dispatch on the subject to Nam Hoi magistrate. 
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the chief city official of Canton, and received the reply that the property not being 
registered with the Chinese authorities, the Nam Hoi could not give it the pro- 
tection demanded. 

Soon after this Mr. R. Hancock, the Canton manager of Shewan, Tomes & 
Co., returned to Canton and called upon me about this case. Mr. Hancock, who 
had conducted all business with Mr. McWade, was highly indignant over the 
fact that the property had not been properly registered with the Chinese 
authorities by Mr. McWade as, Mr. Hancock stated, Mr. McWade had received 
a fee of $500, and had assured Mr. Hancock that all registrations had been 
duly made. 

Mr. Hancock again called upon me with Mr. H. E. Sly, the B. M. vice-consul 
at Canton, to request me to deliver to him the deeds and contracts of the Canton 
Land and Improvement Company, as he wished to put the said company under 
the protection of the British consulate-general. I turned over the deeds to Mr. 
Hancock and received a receipt therefor. 

I afterwards asked Mr. Tomes to give me a statement of this transaction, 
and in a letter dated August 14, 1903, Mr. Tomes said : " If you will put certain 
questions to me I can give categorical answers, or, better still, if you will get 
the Department to address the firm officially, asking for replies to such ques- 
tions as they put, I will see that the matter is attended to, but I can not, with 
regard to the interests I represent, do anything more than what I have here 
outlined." 

It is a matter of jmblic notoriety that Mr. McWade takes up purely Chinese 
cases for fees and interferes with ("hinese litigation. I was told in Canton that 
Sir Liang Cheng, the Chinese minister at Washington, had been unofficially 
informed of many irregularities practiced by Mr. McWade in Canton. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

M. M. Langhobne, 
United States Commercial Agent, Dalny. 



Mr. McWade to Mr. Langhome. 

Consulate of the United States of Amebica, 

Canton, China, September 8, 1902. 
Instructions to be observed during my temporary absence : 

1. All the outstanding cases must be pushed for settlement, and they can be 
attended to by Mr. da Silva, who is acquainted with all the facts. 

2. Certificates issued by viceroy and Hoppo should be referred to Mr. da Silva, 
and he will i)ost you as to who can go and who can not, and Jay Kan Lum and 
Chan Pak Kwai's i^eople have never given any trouble in America, and they, 
having l)ecii recognized in this consulate since the time of my predecessors, I 
have nothing to say against them, and I therefore authorize you to give them all 
the facilities they require, in which matters Mr. da Silva can help you. 

3. Let all my mails and letters be kept by Mr. da Silva. 

4. I have instructed Mr. da Silva to take charge of my house boat, and he 
will do all that is needed and necessary. 

5. I do not want my office to be disarranged, but you can continue to receive 
visitors, etc., in my dining room and keep working at your own desk. 

6. Mr. da Silva will look after and be responsible for all my household 
affairs, furniture, etc. 

7. As to Reverend Doctor Ilagor, the less you talk with him will be the better. 
I have already instructed you as to his reputation. His own letters and the 
dispatches of viceroy and district magistrates tell their own story of his mis- 
conduct and violation of the treaty regulations. Reverend Nelson will be a safe 
guide and adviser alxnit linger. 

8. Wang Tan has been declared by me to be no citizen of the United States, 
and as his crimes have l)een as abominable as reprehensible, I have turned him 
over to the (^hinese justice. 

9. The Chinese whom my predecessors have interdicted for guilty practices, 
such men as Ixk) Quong and Charles Wing, are all known to Mr. da Silva, whose 
duty it will l)e to post you whenever any rascal ai)pears or attempts to try any 
tricks. 

10. Regarding missionaiy complaints, consult Dr. Andrew Beattie. 

11. Regarding medical missionary cases, consult Dr. John M. Swan. 
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I again remind you that all affairs of tbis consulate must be kept inviolably 
secret, and must not be talked over or discussed outside. Above all things meet 
the views of Mr. Gray and all his staff of the American Railway. 

Robert M. MgWade, 
United States Consul, 
September 8, 1902. 



Colonial secretary, Hongkong, to United States viee-consul-gcneral, Hongkong. 

Hongkong, 
Colonial Secretary's Office, February 17, 1903, 
Sir : In reply to your letter of the 13th Instant, I am directed to transmit to 
you a copy of a minute respecting the case of Antonio Maria da Silva by the 
registrar of the supreme court. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant. 

H. A. May, Colonial Secretary, 
The Vice-Consul-General 

for the United States of Ameiica, Canton. 



[Copy of the minute by the registrar, supreme court.] 

Hon. Colonial Secretary : 

Antonio Maria da Silva, a Portuguese clerk in the Hong Kong and Shanghai 
Bank, was sentenced to three years' imprisonment with hard labor by Mr. F. 
Clarke, acting chief justice, on the 21st May, 1890, for " larceny as a clerk." 
He was charged with stealing $23,484.77, and pleaded guilty. 



1(5/2/03. 



J. W. N. K. 



Wong Fook to WiUiam Danhy. 

Cantox, June 27, 1002, 
William Danby, Esq.. Hongkong. 

De.vr Sir : As you have kindly undertaken the supervision of the construction 
of a stone wall, etc.. in my proi)erty in Fong Chuen, Fati, opposite Shameen, 
Canton, it is but right that I should tell you all the particulars re the dispute 
between myself and Mrs. J. G. Kerr re tliat property in question, and I beg 
now to do so. 

In the 24th year of Kwong Sui, 11th moon (20th December. 1898), I purchased 
from Wong Mook Yuin Tong and Wong Chap Hi Tong two plots of tide fields, 
measuring in all 35.632 mows, in Fong Chnen, Fati, facing Shameen, Canton, 
and also six plots of sand banks contiguous thereto, measuring 72 mows. They 
are all properly and officially registered, stampeti. and certified (in separate 
certificates), the former in two deeds and the latter in six deeds. I also retain 
in my pos.session the old deeds, with proper official certificates of same, held 
by immediate vendors (the W^ong Mook Yuin Tong and the AVong Chap Hi 
Tong). Since my purchase no trouble has arisen. Now, Mrs. J. G. Kerr, the 
owner of a plot of land adjoining mine, 12.9 changs squared (Chinese measure- 
ment, or 14.3 Changs England measurement), wherein situates her asylum for 
the Insane, desiring the property, laid claim to the fore shore (i. e.. tlie sand 
banks which I have bought), and petitioned in the 11th moon, last year (3d 
January, 1902), the viceroy of Canton, through the United States consul, for 
permission to construct a stone wall inclosing same, and praying that same be 
considered the property of the asylum. This petition goes to prove that she 
has no title to the sand banks, and the viceroy, recognizing this fact, negatived 
her request. On account of the viceroy's answer to her petition being wrongly 
represented to her, she being ignorant of Chinese, she, in the 2d moon of this 
year (middle of March. 1902). erected a long pier on same, and when this was 
brought to my knowledge I sent my son King Tong to lay a complaint before 
the Pim Yu magistrate, who, desiring to have the matter settled amicably, 
officially communicated same to the United States consul at Canton, asking him 
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to adjudge tlie matter fairly aud equitably iu tbe (consulate, and at tbe same 
time directing my son King Tong to present himself at the consulate with all 
necessary documents. This he did, and the deeds (two in number) and official 
certificates (two) were handed over to the consul on the 1st April, 1902, and 
he was told if he called on the following Saturday (tbe 5tb April) they would 
be returned him. He duly called and the American consul declined to give 
them up, as be had not done with them. He was then asked to give a receipt 
for them. This he also declined to do. Wong Fook has called many times 
since, and has always been put off with some trivial excuse. The consul still 
retaining tlie deeds, however. He promised to Investigate the matter and to 
return the deeds by next Saturday. My son at the time did not ask for a rec- 
ceipt, seeing that Mrs. Kerr did not demand one for herself, and that the deeds 
were lianded over before many witnesses, viz, Mr. Xorris, Mr. Wong Ping, 
besides some of the consular staff. Up to the present no decision has been 
arrived at, nor the deeds returned. Tbe Pun Yu magistrate has officially written 
the consul to return the deeds and to transfer the case to the Chinese authorities 
for adjudication, but so far has received no reply. 

Although the deeds deposited with the consul are only the ones held by the 
immediate vendors to the present vendors (or first assignment deeds), and I 
still retain iwssesslon of the deeds held by the present vendors (or deeds of the 
second assignment), still they are of lmi)ortance, and I shall feel grateful if 
you will, when opi)ortunity offers, to interview the British consul and the 
commissioner of customs and see what could be done. 

Inclosed you will find a translation of the viceroy's reply to the United States 
consul re Mrs. Kerr's i>etition, and also eight deeds. 

Youi-s. truly, Wong Fook. 

Opium and Spirit Farmer in Sinitaporv. 



[Translation.] 

Tlie following is n copy of a communication addressed to the United States 
consul, Canton, by his excellency tbe governor-general : 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your dispatch dated 
24th of 11th moon, accompanied by Mrs. J. G. Kerr's two i)etitions (one being 
in Chinese and the other in English), together with a photograph to the effect 
that you are requested by the late Dr. J. G. Karr's widow, as well as the com- 
mittee of the asylum for the insane, to deliver the same name, upon the 
perusal of which you i^erceiA-e that what they request is a matter of great 
benevolence and is destroying for your praise, and that you accordingly for- 
warded them to nie for my perusal, and you should be obliged if I would grant 
this request. 

In reply I beg, therefore, to ask you to \ye gooil enough to Inform Mrs. Kerr 
and others that I have seen their i)etitlon and learn therefore that Dr. J. G. 
Kerr was the first and original founder of the Canton Hospital, and a good num- 
ber of people have l>een cured by him, and some time afterwards he established 
an asylum for the insane in lower Fong Chuen village, in which institution, 
also, a good many sick i)eople have ever l)een cured ; hence I hope very high 
appreciation of him for his having taken pleasures In using medical practice to 
cure people without feeling fatigue during his life, and Mrs. Kerr, after the death 
of her husband, l>elng capable to succeed his will, is worthy of admiration. 

With reference to her reiiuest asking for permission to construct a round 
wall on the sand banks, lielng connected with the foundation of the asylum 
for the Insane at the lower Fong Chuen village and which is measured In 14 
Chang and 3 feet In length and In breadth extending as far as the margin of 
the river when at low tide, and making tlie sand bank to l)e the asylum's 
property. I am sorry to say that I can not grant tills request, l)ecause the river 
course of the Cant<m is of much concern with the maritime traffic, and more- 
over, it is hard to foretell whether the raiseil sand bank of that locality will 
necessitate a digging out In future or not, If any person occupy or constinict 
a wall on the foresaid place, tlie people of the asylum must know, they may 
report the matter to tbe local authorities for nianagement. and so the said 
widow needs no anxiety for it. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant. 

Signed and sealed by — 

H. E. The Viceroy. 
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Mr, Danby to Mr, Hayings, 

Hongkong, August 11, 1902, 
Deab Hastings: You will perhaps remember me telling you some time ago 
about the American consul at Canton retaining illegal possession of some 
Chinese leases and other documents referring to some very large property at 
Canton. He still refuses to give them up. The eldest son of the owner is In 
the colony now. He has arranged to call here at 10 a. m. this morning, and 
at my suggestion he would be glad if you could come round here at that time, 
as be wants you to take the case up and no time is to be lost. I have seen 
Consul Scott on the subjei't. and he has advised me what to do in the matter. 
I shall be up at Canton again on Saturday next, and if you think it necessary 
we could go up together and I would take you round to our consul (Scott), 
who it an old friend of mine and the greatest authority in our service on 
Chinese land. 

As the matter is very urgent I hope you can make it convenient to come 
round. I have all the plans, etc., ready for you. 

Yours, truly, Wm. Danby. 



Mr, Danhy to Mr, Scott. 

Hongkong, 13th August, 1902, 
Dear Scott: I think you will understand what the inclosed papers refer to; 
It is the case of ** squeeze " I spoke to you about in connection with our 
•• friend '* McWade, and if you can assist us in recovering these documents 
we shall all be under a very great obligation to you. We want to put the 
work In hand as soon as i)ossibIe. I inclose herewith copies of the corre- 
spondence sent me by ^Vong F'ook, as It will explain the case more fully. I 
also send (per registered i)ost) a "blueprint" copy of the ground referred 
to for your own use. I am sending another copy up to Mr. Morgan, asking 
the customs authorities if they will allow us to carry out the reclamation on 
the lines shown on this survey. 

I shall be up at Canton on Saturday next, and will give you a look-in during 
the forenoon. 

Yours, trulj', Wm. Danby. 

Note. — Please return me the agreement of this date when you have done 
with it. 

W. D. 



Mr, Danhy to Mr, Scott. 

Hongkong, 13th August, 1902, 
Dear Sir: Having entered Into an undertaking to purchase the property 
referred to in the accompanying agreement at Fati, 'I am informed by the 
vendor (Mr. Wong King Tong) that he can not proceed further in the matter 
owing to all his Chinese deeds and other documents connected with the property 
being, as be alleges, illegally detained by Mr. McWade. the American consul 
at Canton, who obtained them from him " by a trick " on the first day of April 
last. He has applied personally very many times for them since the above 
date but has not been able to obtain them, the consul also refusing to give 
him a receipt for them. He has invariably been put off with some trivial 
excuse or other — either the consul was too busy, or was sick, no reason, how- 
ever, at any time being given for their detention. 

I should be glad, therefore, if you would kindly, in your official capacity, 
use your best efforts to obtain possession of the said documents for me so that 
the matter might be settled as soon as possible, as the interested parties are 
desirous of commencing the reclamation and erection of the new river wall 
at once. 

I have the honor to be. sir, yours, truly. 

Wm. Danby. 
James Scott, Esq., 

H. B, M, Consul-General, Canton. 
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Agreement hehceen Wwig King Tong at^ Mr, Danby, Canton, August 2S, 1902, 

An agreement made this thirteenth day of August, one thousand nine hundred 
and two between Wong King Tong, of No. 43 Bonham Strand, Victoria, in the 
colony of Hongicong (hereinafter cailed "the vendor"), on the one part, and 
William Danby, of Victoria, aforesaid, architect (hereinafter called "the pur- 
chaser"), of the other part, whereby it is agreed as follows: 

1. The vendor shall sell and the purchaser shall purchase the two plots of 
tide fields and six plots of sand banks or foreshore contiguous thereto, meas- 
uring in all one hundred and eight pun u mau, situate opposite Shameen, 
at Canton, in the Empire of China, bounded on the north by a creek, on the 
south by a creek, and on the east by a back reach of the Canton River, and the 
whole of which property Is marked by ancient boundary stones, together with 
all rights of way (if any) and other rights, easements, and appurtenances 
thereto belonging, and all the estate right, title, and interest of the vendor 
therein, sul)ject, nevertheless, to the payment of any rent and to the performance 
of any covenants and conditions payable and to be performed in respect of the 
said premises hereby agreed to be sold and purchased. 

2. The i)rice shall be two hundred thousand dollars. 

3. The price shall be paid and the purchase shall be completed on the thir- 
teenth day of November next, at the office of Messieurs Deacon and Hastings, 
solicitors for the parties. , 

4. The title to the said premises shall be deduced to the satisfaction of the 
said Messieurs Deacon and Hastings. 

5. On i)ayment of the purchase money aforesaid, the vendor and all other 
necessary parties (if any) will execute a proper assurance of the said premises 
to the purchaser, such assurance to be prepared by and at the expense of the 
purchaser. 

6. Possession will be retained and the rents received and all outgoings dis- 
charged by the vendor up to but exclusive of the actual day of completion, and 
as from and inclusive of that day possession or the rents will be taken and all 
outgoing discharged by the purchaser, and such rents and outgoings shall, if 
necessary, be apix)rtioned between the vendor and purchaser. 

7. The cost, charges, and expenses of and relating to this agreement shall be 
borne by the vendor. 

As witness the hands of the said parties hereto the day and year first above 
written. 

^Gcri \ (Chinese characters.) 

Ifega.) y^^ Danby. 

Witness to the signatures of both partitas : 
(Sgd.) Francis C. Barlow, 

Solicitor, Hong Kong. 

Interested to the vendor in the Chinese language by — 
(Sgd.) Lo Tat. 

Clerk and interpreter to Messrs. Deacon and Hastings, 

Solicitors, Hongkong, 



Wong King Tong to Mr. Danhy. 

Canton, August 2S, 1902, 
Wm. Danby, Esq., 

Hongkong, 
Dear Sir: In accordance with your request, I immediately took steps to 
inquire from the secretaries of the Pun Yu magistrate having the charge of 
the registration of land about the registration of Mrs. Kerr's land, and learned 
from them that they only record a certain plot, even when owned by several 
persons as having collectively paid a certain amount of taxes, and it is not the 
custom to register the extent or description of the land either severally or 
collectively. I then tried to find out the previous immediate owners of Mrs. 
Kerr's property (literally sellers), and discovered that one ix)rtlon thereof 
belonged to Chan Kin Shlng Tong, and measuring 1.1 mau, and the other por- 
tion to the late Ng Hok Lin, measuring 1.5 mau, and both these parties do not 
keep a copy of the deed of sale or assignment. I then sought out the broker, 
Leung In Tong, who, on being questioned, affirmed that Chan Kin Shlng Tong's 
property measured 1.1 mau, while Ng Hok Lin's property, being the land on 
which part of Mrs. Kerr's residence is now built and adjoining the asylum. 
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measured only 1.5 mau, tbus making Mrs. Kerr's property 2.6 maus, which meas- 
urement I have again verified. 

Mrs. Kerr's property being tide fields, only paid second-class taxes, and my 
property being sand banlss is taxed as third class (Chinese taxes being divided 
into first, second, and third classes), and for her, possessing only tide fields, 
to lay claim to other's sand banks simply prove her ignorance of Chinese laws, 
and, even if it comes to an issue, I am sanguine that she can not prove her 
case, and, besides, we have the evidence of one of the sellers and the broker 
in our favor. 

A fresh trouble has arisen. One Doctor Sun, an American, having bought 
the field, named Hong Wai, at the back of my property, intends to widen the 
creek so as to allow junks to go up to the place. I have already posted up 
notices prohibiting such a course, but I am afraid he will disregard it. I shall 
therefore be grateful if you can spare time to come up and devise means to stop 
this encroachment. 

Yours, faithfully, Wong King Tono. 



Mr. Danby to Mr. Scott. 

Hongkong, nth August, 1902. 

Deab Mb. Scott: Adverting to our previous correspondence in the matter of 
that property of Wong King Tong's at Fati, which I have agreed to purchase 
from him as soon as he can produce the documents now in the i)ossession of 
the American consul at Canton, it may interest you to know that the consul 
(MacWade) has again written to the vendor and owner (Wong King Tong) 
asking him to call and see him, at the consulate, previous to his (the consul's) 
going away, as he says, for sometime on sick leave. 

On receipt of this information I immediately sent word to my Chinese 
friends that they were on no account to call on the consul till they had either 
seen you or myself, and that as the matter was now in your hands they were 
not to interfere in any way. I hope to be in Canton again on Saturday morn- 
ing next, and will give you a call about 10 a. m. if convenient. 

My friends have been making inquiries of the secretaries, etc., at the Pun Yu 
magistrate as to the description of the boundaries (especially that on the east 
side) of Mrs. Kerr's property ; they can not find anything satisfactory. I 
inclose you copy of letter they have sent me; from it you will see that the 
result is practically nil. 

In my opinion I do not thinlc it worth while wasting any more time over the 
matter, and as my man (and in fact all interested in the matter) wants the 
work put in hand as soon as possible, I propose, subject to your approval, 
sending McWade the inclosed letter ; it ought to bring matters ** to a head." 
As soon as we actually obtain possession of these illegally detained documents, 
I shall set out the line of the proposed river wall and commence work ; the 
"other side" no doubt will try and stop us; they will, however, have to 
prove their claims and status, my object being to throw the onus of proof onto 
them, making them the defendants as it were. If we can do this, it will, in 
my opinion, place us in a much better position. Don't you think? 

If you agree to this procedure, I have asked my man, Mr. Gordon Wright, to 
call on you, when I shall be glad if you will kindly give him this letter to 
McWade ; he will send it him direct. 

I am afraid we are giving you a lot of trouble over the matter, and feel, 
however, to be under a very great obligation to you. and will try and thank you 
when next I see you. 

Yours, truly, Wm. Danby. 



Mr. Danby to American Consul-Oeneral, Canton. ^ 

115, SiiAMEEN, Canton, 27th August, 1902. 
Sib: Having entered into an agreement on the 12th instant with Mr. Wong 
King Tong for the purchase of certain property situated on the river front 
at Fati, Canton, I am informed by him that the purchase can not be completed, 
owing to the fact that you, at your consulate, on the first day of April last, took 
possession from him (or his son) of two Chinese deeds, and also two Chinese 
certificates referring to the above property, which documents you promised 
to return to him on the following Saturday (5th April, 1902). When asked 
for the documents by him (or his son) on that day, you not only declined to 
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deliver tbeni up, but (as I am given to understand) also refused to give a 
receipt for them. Mr. Wong King Tong (or his son) have asked you very many 
times for them since that date, and you have invariably put them off with one 
paltry excuse or another; you have also always declined to give them your 
reasons for withholding these important papers from them. 

Being now about to acquire this ground, I request you to forthwith hand 
over these documents to my consul, James Scott, esq., H. B. M. consul-general, 
Canton, who, if necessary, will give you. receipts for the same, he having the 
agreement for sale hereinbefore referred to. 

I have the honor to be, sir, yours, truly, Wm. Danby. 

Note. — This letter was never acknowledged, the documents referred to in 
the above correspondence were, however, eventually handed over to the Chinese 
leaseholders on the 28th, August last. I am creditably Informed by two or 
three Chinese gentlemen, who were present at the time in the consulate, that 
the United States consul asked or suggested, that as he had had a great amount 
of trouble over the matter they ought to give him a handsome present, this 
they declined to do, but referred him to me as the prospective purchaser, since 
which time I have heard nothing further in the matter. I do not know Mr. 
MacWade. 



12/2/(K{. 



W. D. 



Description of property. 



s 



Pi 



OB 



This property, measuring 1.5 man, originally belonged to the 
late Ng Hok Lin. The broker said the deed expressly mentioned 
2nd class taxes. 



This property originally belonged to Chan Kin Shing Tong 
and, measuring 1.1 man, was sold to Mrs. Kerr, on the 25th year 
of Kwong Sui, sometime in the 9th moon, and the deed of sale 
expressly mentioned same as being bounded by my sand banks. 



^ 



f 



If it comes to litigation, it would be advisable to subpoena Chan Kin Shinj^ 
Tong and the broker, I^ung lu Tong, then the truth will be out. 



Canton, Exhibit €. 

Secretary of Treasury to Secretary of State. 

Treasury Department, 
Office of the Secretary, 

Bureau of Immigration, 
Washington, May 19, 190S. 
The honorable the Secretary of State. 

Sir : I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 16tb 
instant, asking for a report of all cases in which Chinese i)erson8 holding the 
certificates prescribed by section 6 of the act of .Inly 5, 1884, are refused admit- 
tance at ports of this country, notwithstanding the vis^' of such certificates by 
United States consular oflficers. 

Such denials have rei)eatedly occurred in the past, extending over a number 
of years. That such a i)os8ibility was contemplated by Congress when the act 
referred to was passed is shown in the concluding paragraph of section 6 
thereof, which states that while the certificate prescril>e<l thereby shall be con- 
sidered prima facie evidence of the facts upon which the Chinese applicant 
bases his claim of right to admittance, yet ** said certificate may be contro- 
verted and the facts therein stated disproven by the United States authorities," 
Without any reflection upon the efllciency of consular officers of the United 
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States, who are required by the terms of the said act "to examine into the 
truth of the statements set forth in said certificate, and if he shall find upon 
examination that said or any of the statements therein contained are untrue, 
it shall be his duty to refuse to indorse the same," the Department has long 
been conyinced that such examinations are, perhaps unavoidably so, rather 
perfunctory. The testimony of the Chinese applicants themselves, in repeated 
instances, has shown that the examination is made by a Chinese employee of 
the United States consulate, upon whose report it seems that such officer must 
perforce rely. Whether such Chinese employee had either the capacity to make 
such an examination or the zeal on behalf of this Government to report truth- 
fully and impartially to his employer is open to very serious doubt 

From time to time, through oral communication between the Bureau of 
Immigration and some of the United States consuls in China while the latter 
were visiting the capital, it has been learned that said officers appreciate the 
difficulties under which they labor in carrying out the provision of law requir- 
ing the examination of the exempt classes in China, and that, so far as they 
have been able to overcome such difficulties, they have endeavored consistently 
80 to do. 

In compliance with your request, the Department will take pleasure in 
Informing you hereafter of all cases in which the investigation by adminis- 
trative officers of this Department shows that the vis€ was improperly attached 
to the certificates of Chinese. 

It is believed that general instructions upon this subject might result in the 
exercise of more caution on the part of such consular officers, for, although 
such may be the case, the Department has no knowledge of the refusal by a 
United States consul to vis^ a section 6 certificate, the vis6 of ten appearing 
to have been attached, perhaps, as a diplomatic recognition of the care taken 
by the Chinese Government in issuing the certificate to which it is attached. 
RespectiTuUy, 

L. M. Shaw, Secretary. 



Mr. Boyce to Mr. Mehan. 

United States Immigration Service, 

Chinese Bureau, 
San Francisco, CaU July 13, 1903. 
Mr. Charles Mehan, 

Chinese Inspector in Charge, San Francisco, Cat. 
Sir: As per instructions contained In letter No. 23 of July 7, 1003, from the 
honorable Commissioner of Immigration, and referring to the matter covered 
by Department letter No. 7834r-C., I herewith enumerate the Chinese who arrived 
at this port presenting 6 certificates and who were refused admission, 
with the location and name of the visaing officer, In so far as the records of this 
office win permit 

The names of Chinese eliminated from the former data prepared by me have 
since been favorably passed on and the Chinese admitted and their certificates 
returned to them, so It will be impossible to give the location and the name of 
the visaing officer. 

yisaing officer. Location. | Name of Chinese. 

Robert M. McWade, consul Canton i Lum Jow. 

Do ' do LiHungTai. 

Do ' do j LeeTinsf On. 

Do I do \ Li Chuck Nam. 

Do I do Dang Cheong. 

Do i do ' Mah Sing Chung. 

Do do I LiPik. 

Do do I Liw Chin Kwong. 

Do do 1 Yung Way. 

Do do 1 Lum Yu Wo. 

Do I do I LoKwai Pun. 

W. A. Bublee, consul ' Hongkong , Tan KingChi. 

Do do ' LoaYinHln. 

JdmH. Bacon, vice-coi^sul ' do ' Chiu Sue Nam. 

Oertiflcate at Department I | ChaoCheeTai. 

Respectfully, W. T. Boyce, Chinese Inspector. 

H. Doc. 665, 59-1 3 
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List of Chinese persons prescnttng sectton 6 certificates refused admission at 
the port of San Francisco, Cat,, froni May i, 1902, to and including May 51, 
1903, as requested h,y Department letter No. 7S55-C,, dated May 27, 190S, 



Name of person and vessel. 



Occupation. 



Disposition. 



Arrived 8. 8. Nippon Marn, July 14, 
1902: 

Lum Jow 

Arrived 8. S. China, Sept. 12, 1902: 

Tang Wing On 



LiHungTai 

Ao Yong Cho Fong. 



Lee Ting On 

Arrived S. S. Doric, Sept. 18, 1902: 

Tan King Chi 

Li Chuck Nam 

Arrived 8. 8. American Mam, Oct. 
2M902: 

DangCheong 

Arrived 8. 8. Nippon Maru, Dec. 11, 
1902: 

Lo Kwai Pun 



Mah Sing Chung 

Arrived 8. 8. American Maru, Jan. 
' 2,1908: 

Chiu Sue Nam 

Loa YinHin 

Arrived 8. 8. Korea, Jan. 9, 1908: 

LiPik 

Arrived S. 8. Gkielic, Jan. 20, 1908: 

Liw Chin Kwong 



Yung Way.. 
Arrived 8. S^Korea, Mar. 26, 1908: 



Miss Ha Yung Kwie. 



Arrived 8. 8. Gaelic, Apr. 7, 1908: 
Jow John Cheong 



Lum Chun.. 

Ham Tong.. 
Chan Heun . 



Arrived 8. 8. China, Apr. 22, 1908: 

Lee Lum 

ChaoCheeTai 

Fung Lock 



Wong Fat Ting 

Arrived S. 8. Doric, Apr. 28, 1903: 

Lock Wing Suie 

Arrived 8. S. Nippon Maru, May 7, 
1903: 

Chin Yin 

Lum Yeong 

Lum Wong , 

Chin Chong 

Lum Yu Wo 



Arrived 8. 8. Siberia, May 15, 1908: 
Yeong Chong 



Merchant. 
....do 



Traveler. 
do.... 



Student. 



Merchant . 
do 



.do. 



....do.... 
Traveler. 



Merchant . 
....do 



.do. 



.do- 
.do. 



Student. 



Merchant - 
....do 



.do. 
.do. 



.do. 
.do. 
.do. 

.do. 



Traveler . 



Merchant. 

.....do 

.....do 

.....do 

do 



.do. 



Returned to China, Nippon Mara, Oct. 7, 

1902. 
Admitted by order of Department, Dec. 88, 

1902. 
Returned to China, China, Dec. 8, 1902. 
Admitted by order of Department, Dec. 8, 

1902. 
Returned to China, China, Dec. 8, 1902. .. 

Returned to China, Doric, Dec. 11, 1902. 
Do. 



Returned to China, Nippon Mara, Dec. 19, 
1902. 

Returned to China, American Mun, Jan. 

10, 1908. 
Returned to China, Hongkong Mara, Feb. 5, 

1908. 

Do. 
Returned to China, Nippon Mara, Mar. 3, 

1908. 
Returned to China, China, Feb. 18, 1908. 

Returned to China, Doric, Feb. 21, 1908. 
Do, 

Admitted by order of Department, Apr. 
24, 1908. 

Admitted by order of Department, May 25, 

1903. 
Admitted by order of Department, May 27, 

1903. 
On appeal to Department. 
Admitted by order of Department, June 1, 

1908. 

On api>eal to Department. 

Admitted by order of Department, June 1, 

1908. 
On appeal to Department. 

Do. 



Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Returned to China, Nippon Maru, Mav 18, 
1908, by order Commissioner of Immigra- 
tion, as person having contagious disease. 

On appeal to Department. 



Respectfully submitted. 



W. T. BoYCE, Chinese Inspector, 



Secretary of Commerce and Labor to Secretary of State, 



No. 7982-C.] Department of Commerce and Labor, 

OFncE OF the Secretary, 
Washington, July 10, 1903, 
The honorable the Secretary of State. 

My Dear Sir: In accordance with your request, I have the honor to advise 
you with regard to the following-described case of an alleged section 6, Canton 
merchant, whose application for admission at the port of San Francisco has 
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l>een appealed to the Department and denied, nnder even date herewith, because 
of a controversion by applicant of the statements contained in his certificate. 

Foo Hung arrived at San Francisco per steamship Korea June 8, 1903, pre- 
senting certificate No. 67, which was visaed by Robert M. McWade, United 
States consul-general at Canton, China. ' 

Very truly, yours, Geo. B. Cortelyou, 

Secretary. 



Secretary of Commerce and Labor to Secretary of State, 

No. 7895-C.] Department of Commerce and^ Labor. 

Office of the Secretary, 

Washington, July 10, 1903, 
The honorable the Secretary of State. 

My Dear Sir: In accordance with your request, I have the honor to advise 
you with regard to the follow^ing-described case of an alleged section 6, Canton 
merchant, whose application for admission at the port of San Francisco has 
been appealed to the Department and denied, under even date herewith, because 
of a controversion by applicant of the statements contained in his certificate. 

Yue Ching Woh arrived at San Francisco per steamship America Maru May 
31, 1903, presenting certificate No. 82, which was visaed by Robert M. McWade, 
United States consul-general at Canton, China. 

Very truly, yours, Geo. B. Cortelyoo, 

Secretary, 



Canton, £xliibit D. 

Secretary of War to Secretary of State. 

War Department, 
Washington, April 28, 1904, 
Sir: Referring to letter from your Department of December 11 last, request- 
ing that the civil governor of the Philippine Islands be instructed by cable to 
ask Consul-General Robert M. McWade to come to the Philippine Islands and 
explain his connection with the transactions relative to fraudulent immigration 
into the Philippines of Chinese, and to subsequent correspondence relative to the 
matter, I have the honor to inclose herewith copy of a letter from the civil 
governor of the Philippine Islands, dated March 15. 1904, transmitting copies 
of all the statements and documentary evidence bearing upon the complicity of 
Consul-General McWade and Vice-Consul Colegrove in alleged frauds upon the 
Chinese exclusion laws of the Philipppine Islands ; also a copy of a letter from 
Consul-General McWade offering to come to Manila as witness in said cases. 
Very respectfully, 

Robert Shaw Oliver, 

Acting Secretary of War, 
The honorable the Secretary of State. 



Mr. McWade to Governor-General Wright, 

Consulate-General of the United States, 

Canton, China, March 1, 1904' 
Hon. Luke E. Wright, 

Governor-General, Manila, P. I, 
Esteemed Sir: A copy of the Manila American, dated February 24, 1904, 
has Just come to hand, and I learn from it that the conspirators Miller and 
Ballantine have been rearrested and held for trial. I have the honor to say 
to you in connection therewith that I am at your immediate disposal, in case 
I am wanted as a witness, or, if you or the prosecuting ofiicer think that my 



86 INSPECTION OF UNITED S^TATES CONSULATES IN THE ORIENT. 

testimony would help, In any way, the ends of Justice. I also offer the Tolun- 
tary service and testimony of Mr. A. M. Place de Sllva, the chief clerk of this 
consulate-general, who has occupied that responsible position for upward of 
six years. All the records, books, papers, letters, and other documents of 
this consulate-general I also hereby place at your disposal. 

In conclusion I have the honor to say that I will gladly cooperate with you 
at any and all times in order that justice may be done, that perjurers may bo 
exposed, and all rascals punished to the full extent of the law. 

With assurances of profound esteem, 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, Robert M. McWade, 

V, 8. ConsuhGeneral, 



Civil governor of the Philippine Islands to the Secretary of War. 

Office of the Civil Govebnob of the Philippine Islands, 

Manila, March 15, 1904. 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith copies of all the statements and 
documentary evidence bearing upon the complicity of Gonsul-General Robert 
McWade in alleged frauds upon Chinese exclusion laws. The Investigation has 
covered a somewhat wider field than that involved in the instructions from 
the Secretary of War to this office, in view of the fact that Mr. Richardson, 
the accuser of Consul-Genera 1 McWade, introduced a mass of correspondence 
passing between them which covered various business transactions wholly for- 
eign to the matter Immediately in hand, and in turn Consul-General McWade 
Introduced letters and papers by way of reply. 

The only evidence supporting the charge that Consul-General McWade cor- 
ruptly vistoi immigration certificates of Chinese seeking to enter the Philippine 
Islands is the statement made by Mr. Richardson to that effect, together with 
an affidavit of a Chinaman here. Mr. McWade denies the truth of the state- 
ments thus made with much earnestness. Both Richardson and the Chinaman 
appear, upon their own confession, In the attitude of accomplices to the fraud 
who have been promised Immunity If they will tell the truth. Furthermore, 
Consul-General McWade claims that Richardson, aside from shielding himself 
from punishment. Is gratifying his personal malice against McWade because 
the latter declined to assist him In certain business transactions which he dis- 
covered to be fraudulent. How the facts are It is, in the present state of the 
records. Impossible to determine. Consul-General McWade asserts in his state- 
ments that the papers of only about seventy-five Chinamen have been visaed 
by his office for Manila during the time of his Incumbency. The records, 
however, seem to disclose a considerably larger number during a comparatively 
short period. 

Nearly all the Chinese coming from China to the Philippines seem to have 
obtained their papers In Amoy, and It Is to my mind obvious that great frauds 
have been perpetrated by some one In the consular office at that place. This 
office, as I Jim informed, is under the general supervision of Consul-General 
McWade. There Is included in the documents forwarded a number of state- 
ments relating to the vice-consul, Russel A. Colegrove, wtilch It seems to me 
proper to Include In the pai^ers transmitted, not because they bear specifically 
upon Chinese immigration frauds but as indicating the character and qualifica- 
tions of that gentleman for the position he holds. 

In view of what has been stated, it may be said to be entirely possible that 
Consul-General McW^ade Is Innocent of any wrongdoing; at the same time, in 
Justice to him as well as to the Government, it Is suggested that It might be 
well to have a thorough Investigation made by some Intelligent and disinterested 
representative of the State Department As to this, however, the latter can 
best determine. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 

Luke E. Wright, Civil Governor, 
The honorable the Secretary of War, 

Washington, D, C. 
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Interview between Qovemor WilUam H, Taft and Charles E, Richardson^ of 
Hongkong, held at Malacanan Palace, Manila, Thanksgiving evening, Novenv- 
her 26, 190S, at 9 o'clock. 

Governor Taft. Mr. Richardson, you are an American? 

Mr. RiCHABDSON. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where were you bom? — A. In San Francisco. 

Q. And how long did you live in California? — ^A. Well, for about fourteen 
years. Then I went to Seattle and lived there quite a time, and then to Hono- 
lulu, and then back to Seattle again. 

Q. Were you in business all this time? — A. Part of the time I was working ; I 
worked in San Francisco and Seattle. I was with a business firm in Seattle. 

Q. And you left San Francisco when you were about fourteen years old? — ^A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Had you been in school there? — A. Yes ; I went to Honolulu and went to 
school there. 

Q. In what kind of business were you engaged in San Francisco? — A. Not in 
San Francisco only; in Honolulu. I wiui the first man to engage in business 
from Seattle to Honolulu. When I came here, I gave it to my brother-in-law. 

Q. What kind of a business? — A. General shipping business — flour, wheat, and 
bran. 

Q. You would export to Honolulu, and then carry back sugar? — A. I some- 
times chartered ships in San Francisco. There were poor transportation facili- 
ties. 

Q. From there you came to Honolulu? — ^A. Yes; there and through north 
China. I went and stayed a while and then came back. I go back every two or 
two and one-half years. 

Q. How long have you known Hongkong — ^been in business there? — ^A. About 
eight years. 

Q. Have you known all the consuls and consuls-general in China? — A. Pretty 
nearly all. 

Q. Did you know Mr. Goodnow, of Shanghai? — A. I have met him, but have 
never had relations with him. 

Q. You know nothing of him by reputation? — A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you known Mr. Fesler? — ^A. Yes, sir. 

Q. He succeeded Anson Burlingame Johnson? — A. Yes. 

Q. You know Anson Burlingame Johnson? — A. Yes, sir; I have met him. 

Q. Had you relations with Fesler? — ^A. Never intimate; only met and talked 
in a casual way, but had no Intimate relations with him. 

Q. Your dealings were with Carl Johnson? — A. As far as consuls were con- 
cerned, they never liked him. They saw him handle Chinese officials there. 
They were afraid of him. 

Q. Is Carl Johnson a physician? — A. I believe he came out as a missionary 
doctor. 

Q. Is he a brother of Anson Burlingame Johnson? — ^A. He Is a cousin. When 
Fesler heard that I was In this business he wrote to Doctor Johnson that If I 
had anything to do with It he did not wish to have. That Is hearsay. 

Q. Johnson had been communicating to him the arrangements? — A. Yes. This 
is hearsay ; it was from Mr. Ballantlne. As far as I can see, the position was 
that Doctor Johnson would never have anything to do with me, which left Bal- 
lantlne to handle everything in Amoy, which I did not like. 

Q. Where did you first meet Ballantine? — A. In Doctor Johnson's office. 

Q. How? — A. I was establishing an office for doing flour business. I got the 
data I wished, and wrote home and wrote to the bank to find out about quoting 
currency. I then proceeded up north, and then came back to Hongkong, then 
to Shanghai and north China. I then came back by Foo Chow and Amoy. I 
wanted to find about the llkln arrangements; that Is, the interior tax. It Is 
what the Macay treaty was trying to do away with. 

Q. Now, how did it happen? You were there on other business? — A. Yes. 

Q. You were there at a conference between Ballantlne and Johnson? — A. No. 
I did not know what business Ballantine was In. He kept growing more down- 
cast He was living in the native city. At last he moved to the hotel. He was 
growing bluer all the time. Complained he could get no money, and he wrote 
Page and Le Due and asked them to telegraph money. I told him It was an easy 
thing to get back his money. We were sitting one Sunday and he was telling 
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me his troubles and the troubles of his lifetime. He said : " Richardson, I will 
tell you the business I am in if you will not tell anyone." " Well," I said, " It Is 
a good chance to make money if you know how to do it" 

Q. How did he describe it? — ^A. He said it was sending Chinese to the Philip- 
pine Islands. • 

Q. As merchants? — A. That didn't come out 

Q. You understand from what he said that he was sending them? He gave 
you to understand that the thing was unlawful? That is, that the reason why 
there was money in it was because they were evading the law? — ^A. Yes ; taking 
advantage of their knowledge from having been In the customs service. 

Q. That was probably the reason why he denounced with so much vigor the 
custom-house? — A. Well, I said that is a very easy thing to fix up. I asked him 
what he was charging and he said $200 a Chinaman. I said there is no money 
in that. I said the thing to do Is to get a monopoly ; then you would have no 
competition and we could double the price, making it $400. I got back about 
10 o'clock and I sent a chit to Mr. Li and asked him to come and see me at once. 

Q. Who was Mr. Li? — A. He was a Chinese interpreter, really the secretary 
at the consulate, a very brilliant Chinese, a man who, if this thing does not hurt 
him, will ultimately become one of the leading men in China. 

Q. Is this likely to hurt him? — A. Yes; possibly. Johnson is the weakest 
kind of a man ; he has drunk whisky till he has no nerve left. Fesler receives 
a letter and he says, ** Mr. Li, I want to say this and this." In fact, Mr. LI 
does all the correspondence. He was educated In the American Missionary 
School at Foo Chow. All the diplomats come from there. So I said, " Now, we 
will take you in. You are not paying the right man. What you need is 
Palanca, who was operating under the name of Choo Ho," he replied. I said 
that that was an expense that was needless. " You do not know the man to 
pay." So I told LI I wanted an interview with the Tautoi as soon as possible 
and for him to explain. I think the hearing was at 8.30 next morning. I saw 
the Tautoi. 

Q. Did Ballantine know? — A. Yes; but he did not go. I went alone. I did 
not care to have him. I told him what I wanted, and offered him $40, and he 
said $45. ** Oh, yes," I said, " if you had asked $50 you could have had it." He 
Is a very nice man. His father was the viceroy of Canton just before the 
present one. His brother is a very high official. So we talked it over, and then 
he said to write a letter making him the proposition and stating the reasons, 
which I did. I know the treaties in China provide that no citizen or subject of 
a nation can have direct communication by writing with a Chinese official. It 
must go through the consuls, who have the right of equal address to any Chinese 
official. So the Tautoi insisted on the custom. Knowing Johnson would object 
if lie saw the letter, I had it addressed by Ballantine. We were informed 
verbally — I forget some of the details — that it was satisfactory and were advised 
to draw the contract, which was done and passed through in the same way. 

Q. And Johnson knew nothing of it? — A. No; Johnson suspicioned I was in 
it, but that Ballantine was doing all of it 

Q. Then the contract was drawn up and signed ; that is, between you and the 
Tautoi? — A. Yes; I put Ballantine's name in it myself. 

Q. Did you keep a copy? — A. No; He asked me to return it and I did not 
want to mix up in the matter. 

Q. AVhat relations did the contract bear to Ballantine's? — A. None. 

Q. That was one between you and the Tautoi? — A. It gave us the exclusive 
right to obtain these passi>orts. 

Q. That is, he would furnish you the certificates on which passports were to 
issue from the consulate? — A. Yes; really the Tautoi issues the certificates. 
They are visC^ed by the consul, and I objected to the policy. They made them- 
selves virtually a pas.sport board. If they had kept it in the pas.sport board it 
would have l)een better. 

Q. A Chinese passport board? — A. Yes; formerly a way of doing which I 
think the State Department had objected to. The consul used to issue it from 
his office entirely, which is against the instruction of the State Department, and 
Johnson raiseil a row wlien the Tautoi took them away from him. He is proud 
of that letter. It is most laughable. 

Q. Was this contract of Ballantine's made subsequently to your arrangement 
with the Tautoi?— A. This was in April. Page and Le Due were in partnership 
with Ballantine. He knew no more al)out Chinese business than the man in the 
moon. 



INSPECTION OF UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE ORIENT. 39 

Mr. Caibns. Mr. Richardson, I think the governor would lilse to have you tell 
him your relations with Ballantine, and also the subsequent relations with 
Page and Le Due which led up to their withdrawing. 

Mr. RicHABDSON. Well, we have closed one paragraph. We had a monopoly 
which was in the name of myself and Ballantlne. 

Q. How was the monopoly to be carried out? Would the Tautoi grant to no 
one a passport unless you recommended it? — ^A. Yes ; he would refer them to us, 
except in case of missionaries. I might explain that this has been considered a 
legal business since the exclusion act of 1881. Every missionary can be brought 
In. Also every law firm in Hongkong have been doing business. 

Q. Have been certifying men as merchants? — A. They instruct him and tell 
him what to say and he is certified, and in Canton the missionaries take them 
down to the Hoppos office and they represent them and a passport is taken. 
That has also been a sore point with Mr. McWade. He can not object to 
visaing it, so that is excusing themselves. Now we are to the monopoly. 
Now, as to my relations with Ballantine. Page was intending to con9e up to 
China. Ballantine was in partnership with Page and Le Due. 

Q. That was at the time of your first talk with Ballantine?— A. Yes ; I told 
him that there was no use to let them know of all the arrangements, and 
especially as far as I could see their actions with Ballantine have been crooked. 
They were accusing Ballantine of stealing money, and from everything I have 
seen he had no money, and could not steal any, and he did not spend much. 
Then we understood that Page was to come up to find out what had become of 
the money and I agreed to meet Page in Hongkong and go with him to Amoy. 
In the meantime Ballantine had received a letter from his present wife, who 
was anxious to marry him, and he came unexpectedly to Hongkong and there 
we met Page, and then I went up a few days after to Amoy and helped Page 
settle his accounts. Ballantine had settled and had paid the counsel $1,800 
for business that was done with Page, I^ Due, and Ballantine before I came in. 

Q. Did you go up with Page? — A. No ; I went to the steamer after him. 

Q. You were there when Page paid the money? — A. Ballantine paid It. I 
saw the amounts stated several times. 

Q. Where did it come from? — A. It was collected at Cho Ho from Ballantine. 

Q. Who was Palanca? — A. Palanca has no money and is selling his wife's 
Jewelry in Amoy. Page would not believe it until I told him he was not worth 
anything. They had a fuss about accounts and had to bring Palanca up before 
Johnson in order to collect the money. Even then he refused, at which time we 
instructed Johnson to write the Tautoi to arrest Palanca. the manager of Cho 
Ho, and one Tanching Kwan, and seal up the shop of Cho Ho. The money was 
paid next day. 

Q. Through Johnson and the Tautoi? — ^A. Yes; I had fixed with the Tautoi 
before. 

Q. Johnson occupied a very judicial position? — A. He had received his money. 
Palanca stole about $4,000 or $5,000 from them. 

Q. Did they get it all back? — A. No. Then I made arrangements with Page 
to pay him some $60 for any Chinese we sent down there. That is here. It 
was not carried out. 

Q. That is, eveiT man that you were to send through and whom you suc- 
ceeded in landing, he was to get 60 pesos? — A. Yes. 

Q. And you had charged the Chinese 400 pesos, and that left 340 pesos for 
distribution elsewhere? — A. Yes. The Tautoi, Johnson, and Ballantine. 

Q. Was Ballantine to come in? — A. Yes; Ballantine and I were partners. 

Q. And were Page and Le Due crooked? Did you know Le Due? 

Mr. Caibns. Le Due is here. He is frequently in the custom-house; he has 
one ear to the keyhole. We have got one of our custom-house men who is in 
correspondence — that is, one of our special agents, formerly in the secret 
service, by the name of McDonald. They were getting all the information from 
McDonald. 

Governor Taft. Did he go away owing money? 

Mr. Caibns. No; he was an appraiser under Le Due when he was in the 
customs, and subsequently he was made a special agent. This was after the 
trouble Page and Le Due had with Shuster. But he continued his relations 
in the islands. It was ascertained that through McDonald they were endeavor- 
ing to get their information of our operations in China, which they were not 
able to secure, as we were suspicious, but these letters revealed it. 

Q. Is he still with you? 
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Mr. Caibns. Yes ; he Is still in the custom-house. 

Grovernor Taft. Why did you keep him? 

Mr. Caibns. I believe Colonel McCoy takes a lenient view of it 

Mr. R1CHABD6ON. Colonel McCoy sent for me the other day. All I know was 
that he (McDonald) was a good friend of Page and Le Due, and they repre- 
sented that I had something to do with him ; that in order to get the informa- 
tion they got him drunk. 

Mr. Caibns. Page told you that? 

Mr. RicuABDSON. Yes. 

Mr. Caibns. McDonald has been to me time and again and has endeavored 
to use the pump on me. He has also been to Mr. Duval. On several occasions 
he has been in to my office in a roundabout way to ascertain what we were doing 
and our object 

Governor Taft. What is his name? 

Mr. Caibns. J. A. McDonald. 

Governor Taft. Is he still special agent? 

Mr. Caibns. Yes. I took the letters and made several extracts from them 
and embodied them in the form of a report and sent them to Colonel McCoy. 
I did not make them very extended. I asked a return of the report as I wished 
to add to it, and I now have it ; but I understand from Mr. Richardson that a 
lenient view Is being taken of his case. I wanted to present it as strongly 
as possible. 

Governor Taft. As a matter of fact, they represented that they were getting 
from McDonald this information? 

Mr. RicHABDSON. Yes; but I had doubt about it They told me that if I 
had certain things left oflf the certificates they would see that they were landed. 
Page talks a lot and after he fell down on that proposition I did not consider 
that his Influence was of any value. 

Q. You had settled with Page? — A. Yes; and Ballantine went to San Fran- 
cisco. 

Q. Who put up the money for him to go? — ^A. I advanced him enough to get 
passage in Hongkong, which is still due. 

Q. I thought Page advanced it — A. He had no reason to believe Ballantine 
was not straight He got $192 and the last account he got $1,051. 

Q. You having sent Ballantine on his way rejoicing, Page and I>e Due came 
back? — A. Page came back. The Chinese raised a howl on the rise from $200 
to $400. Then came the quarantine time, which is always dull. 

Q. For plague? — A. Plague and cholera. Amoy is the dirtiest place in China. 
There was nothing doing during that time. There was nothing at all ; and the 
one man they did succeed in getting Doctor Johnson turned down because the 
evidence was not sufficient to show him a merchant Like all weak men, he 
liked to make himself appear strong and he thought he would show that the first 
one he must turn down. I asked the reasons, and he wrote a courteous letter. 

Q. Did he explain that he thought it good policy or did he explain that he 
thought it was an effort to do his duty? — A. Doctor Johnson likes to pretend 
that he knows a great deal about Chinese customs. Anyone imported must not 
have a father. If he had a father Doctor Johnson would say to him that it 
belonged to the father. He would pass an old man, but not a young man, and he 
tunuHl a man down if he had a father. 

Q. How did the business go on? — A. We simply quit then until Page wrote 
me in tlie meantime that Miller was acting up; but he represented him as a 
secret agent of the custom-house, which I did not believe ; and then Miller went 
up there and he struck my contract and found himself against a snag. Perhaps 
he could have broken the contract. If he had I would have been better oflf, for 
I should have gotten damages out of the Tautoi. Miller must have given up 
about the middle of July. Ballantine got back and left for Amoy on the first day 
of August, I think. The minute he got there Miller called him to his room and 
asketl him if he wislied to go into business with him or whether they were 
going to fight Ballantine wrote to me and gave me several reasons why we 
should enter into partnership with Miller, stating that he had 20 cases worked 
up witli him. This letter is with the Attorney-General. I was agreeable to 
this, with the exception that I did not want to tie up to any one man in Manila, 
because it would lead to Jealousy and trouble, perhaps. Again, I did not want 
to become responsible for the various payments that would be due to the Tautoi 
and other interested parties without some guarantee concerning the money to be 
collected. There were other matters passed between us. Ballantine said that 
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he had fixed everything with Miller. The real details I did not know until Mr. 
Miller brought that lovely contract 

Q. That was the contract Shuster showed me? — A. Yes ; where they went into 
a contract to do the business and states different amounts to pay. On reading 
this contract I told Miller that the two of them were big chumps and that I 
would refuse to sign such a paper; that I did not want to convict myself of 
bribery. He said he had never thought of such a thing. I drew up a new con- 
tract which is virtually the same. 

Q. The one you have is the first one? 

Mr. Oaibns. Ballantine had a copy and Miller a copy. The other copy re- 
mained in the possession of Ballantine. When Miller and Richardson met then 
Richardson insisted that the first should be destroyed ; and the other was not, 
but was secured by the agent 

Mr. Richardson. I burned up the contract ; then I wrote Ballantine to destroy 
•his copy, but he never did anything, and now the Philippine government has me. 

Governor Tait. Well, that contract excludes Page and Le Due, does it? What 
did they do? 

A. Page wrote up and said that he had heard that Ballantine had made a con- 
tract, and asked for confirmation. I told him I knew nothing, but I would for- 
ward to Ballantine: and I told Ballantine he had better write Page for fear 
Page might make trouble, and that I thought he better write Page a very nice 
letter telling him tliat if he wanted certificates we would get them for him. 
Ballantine and Miller had a row with the hotel proprietor. 

Q. What was the answer of Le Due? — ^A. There was no answer, and I always 
thought that perhaps, though Mr. Cairns told me not, that he had something to 
do with stirring up the prosecution. 

Q. Under that contract business went on? Miller came here, Balfentine was 
in Amoy, and you in Hongkong? — ^A. Yes ; this wds a side issue for me. 

Q. When was tliat contract? — A. August 22, I think. We did not have a long 
time. 

Q. How many Chinamen came in? — A. We landed about 13, I believe; 12 
were rejected ; Doctor Johnson turned down about 20. 

Mr. Caibns. Tell the Governor about the turning down of a certain percentage 
of Chinamen by Johnson. 

Mr. Richardson. I could not understand it. Miller told me about it Really, 
one or two men who were genuine merchants Johnson turned down. He abso- 
lutely turned them down. 

Mr. Cairns. Then was when you wrote this letter? 

Mr. Richardson. I said he does it to make himself look. big. I said I would 
fix that up. I wrote him a very strong letter telling him If he continued I 
would have the Taotai write me a letter of protest, and if that was not looked 
into he had a perfect right to turn down anybody he chose as long as he 
had- good reasons, but that to turn down more than every other one was hardly 
the thing to do and that I would have to take the matter before the senior 
consul. 

Q. Was that Mr. Fesler? — A. No; McWade. Johnson got up on his ear and 
wrote me he did not know what interest I had in immigration business ; that 
he was running the consulate and would run it until Fesler got back. 

Q. Did you have an interview with Johnson after that? — A. I have not been 
to Amoy since. 

Q. What was Johnson*s idea? — A. To make his record clear, to give himself 
a good face. He intimated to Ballantine that ** It is only because I like you 
that I do it" 

Q. Did you make Johnson any money? — A. I do not know; Ballantine says 
he has not 

Mr. Cairns. We broke up the game. 

Governor Taft. Before they settled the accounts? 

Mr. Cairns. Mr. Richardson's dealings so far as shady transactions are con- 
cerned, have been principally with Consul McWade. 

Governor Taft. I understand that he had dealings, but I wanted to get 
through this first Then that ends what you have had to do with Johnson? 
You have had no settling? — A. No ; I have never had. 

Q. But you know the settlement Page and Le Due had with him? — A. Yes; 
and which Ballantine admits in his deposition. 

Mr. Cairns. And you see it in Page and Le Due's accounts. 

Governor Taft. Did 3^ have anything to do with Fesler? — A. No; bxil 
Ballantine has told me that Fesler and Johnson wanted YiaVt. 
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Q. How did Ballantlne get that Information? — A. I suppose Johnson told him. 

Q. Did you say some time ago that somebody was talking with Fesler? — 
A. About writing to Fesler, yes. Fesler wrote that If I had anything to do 
with the business he would not have. 

Q. Did they conduct this missionary business from Canton as well as from 
Amoy? — A. That has been of long standing; not to the Philippines, but to Cali- 
fornia. You know Bedlow got into trouble. He used to be In Amoy. Bur- 
lingame Johnson made the money in Amoy. 

Q. How? — A. He did not touch a thing that did not turn into money. 

Q. Has McWade been engaged In this Importation to the Philippines? — A. Yes. 

Q. Did you have a contract with him? — ^A. No contract. 

Mr. Cairns. A lot of operations can not possibly come out In this trial, be- 
cause they have nothing to do with the exportation of Chinamen. 

Mr. Richardson. Mr. McWade has been very good to me. He is a very able 
man. He is a consul who can deal with the Chinese, In fact the only one who 
can hold the Chinese, and he is a power in Canton. He Is of Irish descent and 
has the necessary blarney and yet Is firm at the proper time. Nothing he 
touches but it makes money up there an In proper time. I know Fesler 
does not care so much for money. He has not gone there to make money ; but 
the Amoy consulate has been worth in the hands of a man like Johnson $80,000 
a year. 

Q. Fesler is a drinker?— A. Yes. 

Q. And rather foul In his talk when drinking. Bishop Dougherty told me 
he could not stay In the smoking room with him. — A. He comes from a cowboy 
district in California; he is not a proper man for a consulate. McWade is a 
very proper man, so far as ability to handle Chinese is concerned. 

Q. You have had a number of arrangements with McWade? — A. Yes. 

Q. What arrangements concerning Chinese from Canton to Manila? — ^A. Dur- 
ing May I first spoke to Mr. McWade about the matter. 

Q. After you had made a contract with the Tautol? — A. Yes, 1 had my verbal 
agreement with Ballantlne. I did not care about the consular end of It as I did 
about the Chinese. I went to McWade and told him what I had done in Amoy : 
that I wanted to get proper Introduction to the hoppo, who Is the superintendent 
of the native customs of the Kwang-Tung and Sal provinces, a high Manchu 
official, and he hounded Hoard for a little while, and said I had better go to 
Lichi, who is the hoppo*s deputy. He then told me to make all further arrange- 
ments and fix prices with De Sllva. He is a Macao Portuguese, and occupies a 
position as confidential clerk and agent of McWade, and I never liked the 
intimacy which he maintained with this man. He would put his arms around 
him, and the half-breed is smooth. I went to Li-Chi*8 office in Yent-Kai and 
made an appointment to meet later on. On seeing him I explained what I 
wanted, but he seemed to know little about the business ; wanted to make some 
Inquiries. I told him what I wanted. Then I asked hlni to meet me at tlflin 
the next day at the hotel. I saw De Sllva and told him I wanted him present 
as well, so that he would hear the conversation. Then Li-Chl appeared the 
next day and said that he had not made quite full inquiries yet, and I explained 
that I wished an exclusive monopoly and that I intended to charge 600 pesos 
per head, and that I would pay the hoppo $75 each and give Li-Chi for his 
part $15. Li-ChI is one of the biggest squeezers in China. The matter was 
deferred. Afterwards De Sllva and I discussed what the consul should get, and 
he intimated that he should get $150. That covered the entire consulate. 

Q. You were in accord with that? — A. Yes. The arrangements were not com- 
pleted with the hoppo. I have not the monopoly yet. I also agreed to take 
part of Li-Chi*s office and pay him a big rent for it. 

Q. Did you finally arrange with him? — A. Then I went to Amoy with Page, 
and upon my return I had to go into my marble quarries into the interior, and I 
called upon Li-Chi in his home in Honan. He told me that everything was 
agreeable and that hopiK) would accept my chop. Chop is a seal. 

Q. Do you speak Chinese? — A. I speak Cantonese. I was leaving next morn- 
ing at 8 for the Interior, so did not have much chance to look into the matter; 
but on my return at the end of June I inquired around and found that the hoppo 
did not control his underlings and that his underlings had made an agreement 
for exclusive rights with Yun Lun and I forget the other. Lun is a family 
name. And therefore my proposed monopoly was no use, as Lun and this 
other party were sending through, as I understand, from 15 to 20 Chinese a 
week, and the charge was $250 to $280. * 
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Q. Did they go through our friend McWade? — A. Yes, a lot of Cantonese. 

Q. How much did McWade get? — A. As near as I could make out, $50. Then 
I began to inquire who was doing it and how it was done, and at last I went to 
Canton. I went on flour business. I went to Silva and told him the highest 
price I could pay him was $40 on account of the competition, and that I thought 
it would be better to accept, and he said, " Well, we will not charge you too 
much." 

Q. That you could not pay more that $40 instead of $150? — A. Yes ; and then 
the next day I went to Macao, where McWade was staying with his family, and 
this subject among others was one which I spoke about I told him the arrange- 
ments I had made, that it was a bigger share than any of the others were getting. 
To this he raised no objection. After the flrst time he did not care to discuss 
the matter with him, and when I told him that, he took it in and said nothing. 
He did not Acquiesce or anything ; he Just heard. 

Q. Did you pay any money under the contract? — A. I will get to that later. 
In the meantinme I sent word into the country that I would take people at 
$220 a bead, that I was going to knock out everyone. I sent to Sunui, Sunning, 
Hoiping, and Yeung-Ping. In this way no one would be able to compete, and 
after getting control I could raise the prices. I have nine certiflcates that 
stand in cash about $750. Then I found out that " Lun, taking Chinese direct 
to the consulate, received a fee in addition of $52 from the Chinamen, which 
presumably was paid to Mr. Sllva, being $50. and $2 for the vis6. The flrst 
thus passed through were sent on the steamer Kaifong, and I duly received a 
telegram from Mr. Miller stating that they were landed." 

Q. They were Canton people? — A. Yes. 

Q. Did the Canton arrangement cover Canton as well as Amoy? — A. The 
second one did. 

Q. Miller and Ballantine were not with you as to both places? — A. Yes ; I was 
able to go to Canton for about two weeks after getting the cable, but on the night 
of October 1 I left for Canton, taking with me $240, which I paid to Mr. 
De Silva at about 8.30 on the morning of October 2, at No. 8, Victoria Hotel. 

Q. How much was paid?— A. $240 for this. 

Q. Your agreement was not to pay for any that did not get it? — A. Yes. 

Q. Were there not some ex|>ense8 connected with those that did not get in? — 
A. Yes; the business stands a loss of $1,400 or $1,500. We paid the hoppo his 
cash ; we paid him $70. That is one relation with McWade. . 

Q. What others have you had? — A. The air of China is one of bribery. You 
can do nothing with tlieni witliout it, so it comes about that a man with influence 
receives various proposals to accomplish certain results, which, if he accom- 
plishes, he receives certain returns, and a man like McWade has the power to 
get certain results accomplished, and they fully expect to be paid for it. If an 
American wants a concession he enlists the interest of the consul. I might be 
able to go and see a Chinese official, but I have rightly to make that arrange- 
ment through my consul. 

Q. And he wants a rake-off? — ^A. Yes. 

Q. That is one of the chief sources of revenue, is it? — A. Yes. 

Q. Every foreigner who has to do with the Chinese officials it is expected will 
use his consul in reaching them? — A. Yes; it is really the treaty. It is a favor 
for him to receive anyl)ody but the consul. A consul like McWade opposes their 
seeing anybody but himself, because they might do without his services. 

Q. Did McWade have anything to do with getting the concession for the 
Canton railway? — A. No; that was negotiated long before, in 1896, when Sena- 
tor Washburn was there, but he has got a l)ig rake-off out of it. A little over a 
year ago, somewhere about October a year ago, a compradore's house in Sam- 
pong Sumui was robl)ed, and I went up and saw the magistrate. I was there 
Thanksgiving Day a year ago. I 8i)oke to him and told him when McWade came 
back I would take the case up with him. When McWade came back I at once 
took the matter up with him and wrote a petition, which I have In Hongkong, 
and here Is the reply. There was still some 1.400 taels of goods, money, etc. 
Mr. McWade took active steps, writing to the viceroy. Here Is the viceroy's 
answer. The result was that there was received In return $400, and one robber 
was arrested, and, so far as I know, Is eltlier decapitated or in prison at this 
day. Some time afterwards, upon my return from north China, I paid the sum 
of $400 received to Mr. McWade. 

Q. You paid directly? — A. Yes; in cash. He deals in cash. Here Is another. 
A note was owed my shop In Canton In the sum of 220 taels by the Nltnan shop 
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at Whampoa. We took in settlement of this to engage the shop, if ordered 
sealed through Mr. McWade's efforts. We settled with him by taking a mort- 
gage. After Mr. McWade's efforts in this matter I paid him $100 cash. 

Q. How much is a tael in Canton?— A. About $1.40. Now, in my marble 
quarry, the understanding was that when I got ready and was satisfied with the 
selling of the marble after shipment, upon Mr. McWade assisting to obtain the 
concession for the road from the quarry to the river, he was to receive $2,000 
cash and $10,000 worth of stock in the marble company. 

Q. What was the stock worth? — A. The company Is not formed yet 

Q. You have not paid him any money yet in this? — ^A. No. 

Q. Is this evidenced In writing? — A. No; there is no evidence in writing. 
Some of the the other things I have forgotten. There are a lot of things pending. 
I have a case against a shop in Foon Wing who owe me $1,200 and 350 taels. 
When this is settled Mr. McWade Is to receive half of what is collected. 

Q. Then, as I understand you, what Mr. McWade is engaged in doing is in 
selling his consular influence for the assistance of people to whom it is valua- 
ble? — A. Yes. For instance, there is a place in Amon. I do not know the value 
of it, but it contains glazing clay. We have a superstition in China, which is 
called " f ung shui." These matters are owned by clans. Each owner is descendant 
from the first settler. They maintain their clans very closely. It sometimes 
takes a year to find out who is the owner. I put this case : Suppose I want to 
buy, if I find it valuable, in a place called Quemy. 

Q. Is there no tautoi there? — A. No ; but the tautoi has not the power. If we 
get a big man, he is no use. A weak man Is of use. I have to go to Fuchau. 
The viceroy controls. To get this I have to see Doctor Gracia, of Fuchau. I 
do not know him. He may be weak and not want to negotiate. Then I have to 
come down and fix the tautoi in Amoy, and then fix the villages, and, if the 
consul does not want it, what am I going to do? 

Q. He stands there and takes toll? — A. Yes. I think I can buy most of my 
countrymen I have found. I do not see how a man can keep uncorrupted In 
China. Seymour was a consul there for fourteen years. He once quelled a riot 
by talking to them. He got along without squeeze. He was an old-fashioned 
American, as good as gold. 

Q. You think the modern type not of that kind? — A. No; I think we like 
money too much. I have no proof of the other matters. 

Q. Were they matters you had yourself personally to do with? — A. Yes. 

Q. What other transaction did you have with him? — A. Well, there was some 
registry of property, but that was a quiet little matter. There was a little 
money paid. He assisted me In the registry of real estate in Honan. 

Q. Did you get any sort of receipt from De Sllva for the $240?— A. No. 

Q, He did not give receipts, and you do not pay in checks? — A. No. Now, in 
the cattle business there is another case. You see the Japanese Government 
have the caffein monopoly in Formosa, and they made a secret treaty not 
allowing any Chinese to get camphor at all. They paid 120 taels per annum to 
the Government at Foo Chow. I am just preparing to go into that business, 
and it means trouble. 

Q. What else did you put money in? — A. Some other things that I forget 
There was business all the time. 

Q. But this was chiefly intervention with the Chinese officials? — A. Yes. 

Q. For one thing or another? — A. Yes; and there Is much work. 

Q. Do you know of Goodnow having entered into arrangements of that sort? — 
A. No ; but I understood that he was the worst kind of a grafter. 

Q. What other consuls have you known in China? — A. I have known Fowler, 
of Foo Chow. 

Q. Have you had any dealings with Bragg? — A. You could not touch him 
with money. 

Q. With Wildman? — A. Yes; you had to pay him retainers, but he is dead 
and gone now. I understand that Wildman was going home to answer charges 
at that time. 

Q. Then I think I know what you mean — that everjthing that you go into in 
China that involves getting influence you are obliged to apply to the consul 
for? — A. Yes. I know the treaties very well. If you do not do it you can not 
do business. 

Governor Taft. I had a letter from McWade. I never saw him. but Mrs. 
Taft and Mrs. Wright visited them. I had a letter from McWade, saying that 
he understood there were charges concerning the importation of Chinamen, and 
he wished to tender his services to me in bringing alK)ut a real investigation. 
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Q. What I want are the facts, so I can take them to Washington. — A. In the 
position I am I want McWade to lose his job. If he does not he will kill me. 
That is the position I am unfortunately placed in. Another thing, when you get 
back, in the first place, if you could ever get some New York loan house to put 
some money out here. Peace has its victories as well as war, and the Russians 
are doing business. There are many times when provincial governments and 
provincial officers need money, and it is hardly within the province of com- 
mercial banks to advance -money. 

Q. Is there not a (xerman bank? — ^A. Yes; but they have not done much of it 
Very good interest rates can be obtained. 

Q. Does not the Hongkong and Shanghai Bank do a good deal of business 
there? — ^A. Yes ; but they are conservative and do not like to tie up their funds. 
It is really a loan concern ; and then it is political. Rates of interest are from 
6 to 8 per cent Coupled with that power, China is now in a very delicate posi- 
tion. Two or three gunboats are maintained at Canton. Therefore with the 
necessity for a loan bank it would be a fine business. 

Q. As I understand you, you sent through six or seven Chinamen? — ^A. Yes; 
landed them here. 

Q. For the six that went through you paid $240? — ^A. Yes. 

Q. Have you been able to locate those six? 

Mr. Caibns. We are hunting for them, and it is like hunting for a needle in a 
haystack. I Just received a note that a Chinaman had been arrested and I 
drove to the custom-house and found that one Chinaman we are hunting for is 
arrested, but whether he is one of that six I do not know. We are using every 
effort to locate them. 

Mr. RicHABDSON. There ought to be a consulate at Swatow. It is a rich dis- 
trict There should also be a gunboat at Canton. There should also be one at 
Amoy. American influence should take up all that territory ; and one at Swa- 
tow. Consuls have too much power in China. In Shanghai there is a great deal 
of complaint since American business has grown. If a case comes up for trial 
the consul decides it and there is no appeal. The case may involve $100,000 
and the prejudice may affect him. There should be a supreme court or some- 
thing to which an appeal could be taken from his decision. What would a man 
like McWade do? The Japanese have a clever way of doing, as shown in the 
Boxer trouble. In Peking they went to the different places where silver, rice, 
etc., was stored and did not go rushing around. They had a secret service. 
Last December, either from the State Department or some other department, 
they wanted to find out where arms were located and the number of arms in 
Canton and the suburbs. McWade did not know how to do it, but a friend of 
mine was sent for and McWade said : " You know how to find out. If you find 
out I will pay your expenses and I will mention your name to the State Depart- 
ment and help you along and fix everything good for you." When the arms 
were located and McWade was informed he gave the man $30, and the man had 
about $200. In Canton, in Amoy, and everywhere the Japanese maintained 
secret service, and a very complete one, and all these troubles make it a very 
crucial point 

Q. If the Government wants a secret service we have offered them ours. We 
have to maintain it, and they perhaps would be willing to Join us. — A. I am 
going back on Saturday. 

Q. Write me a full statement ; I want everything ; and then I shall go to Mr. 
Hay with it 



Reply of Cotisul-Oeneral McWade to charges made by Charles E. Richardson in 
an intervietc had with Governor William H, Taft, at Malacanan Palace, 
Manila, November 26, 1903, 

Manila, December 2Ji, 1903. 

Relative to the statements made by Mr. Charles E. Richardson concerning 
Messrs. Ballantine and Miller, I know nothing whatever. 

I made an investigation, as the records will show, of the conditions in Amoy 
and was satisfied, in my own mind, that if there had been any irregularities 
over the easing of the certificates of Chinese immigrants to Manila there was 
no corruption on the part of Dr. Carl Johnson, vice-consul. There certainly 
could not have been in the case of Consul Fesler, because all of the alleged 
irregularities occurred while he was home in the United States. 
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I will take up Mr. Richardson^s statements seriatim : 

On page 4, Richardson says : ** Johnson is the weakest kind of a man ; he has 
drunk whisky till he has no nerve left" That has not been my experience with 
Vice-Consul Johnson. He is an educated, intelligent man, and when I arrived 
in Amoy he did not have the appearance of a drinking man, nor did he know of 
my arrival until I notified him from the hotel. 

The taotai of Amoy assured me emphatically that he never received any pay- 
ment for granting certlflcates to Chinese immigrants to the Philippines beyond 
the fee which he usually charges. His official statement has been presented to 
Governor Wright. The letter addressed by Richardson to Vice-Consul Johnson 
shows that Johnson was apparently doing his full duty in rejecting objection- 
able applicants for immigration and that Richardson tried his utmost to de- 
bauch him. In this letter Richardson relates interviews or conference had 
with me concerning Chinese immigration and also concerning Collector of Cus- 
toms W. M. Shuster, which never took place. He was apparently trying to 
lead Johnson into a trap by the use of my name. 

On page 7, Richardson says : ** They instruct him and tell him what to say 
and he is certified, and in Canton the missionaries take them down to the 
hoppo's office and they represent them and a passport is taken. That has also 
been a sore point with Mr. McWade. He can not object to visaing It, so that 
is excusing themselves." In Canton the missionaries do not take applicants 
for immigration to the office of his excellency the hoppo, and hav^ never done so. 
It is a vile slander on those God-fearing, self-sacrificing men to insinuate that 
they are in any way concerned in the Chinese immigration business. It could 
not, therefore, have been a sore point with nie. 

On page 15, Richardson says that I have been engaged in the imimrtation of 
Johnson, telling him if he continued turning down Chinese immigrants he 
(Richardson) would have the taotai write a letter of protest to Richardson 
and threaten that he would have to take the matter before the senior consul 
(Consul-General McWade). A photographic copy of that letter has been 
handed to Governor Wright by myself, and tells its own story. In it he made 
a desperate effort to bluflf Vice-Consul Johnson and, by prevaricating, to induce 
him to pass objectionable Chinese immigrants. 

On page 15, Richardson says that I have been engaged in the importation of 
Chinese immigrants to the Philippine Islands and that he has no contract with 
me. I say, unreservedly, that I have never been engaged in the imiwrtation of 
Chinese immigrants to any place, and, to the best of my knowledge, have never 
passed a Chinese coolie for the Philippine Islands or elsewhere. All examina- 
tions of Chinese aT»pllcants for Inmilgration are held openly In the business office 
of the consulate-general, and any person who comes In on business can see what 
is going on. The method of examination has been fully detailed In my dis- 
patches to the State Department, and I am patlsfied that It will he very hard 
to Improve upon them. My affidavits concerning this Immigration business 
have also been handed to Governor Wright, and form a part of this record. 

On page 15, Richardson accuses Consul Fesler of being a drinker and foul 
In his talk. I have had no such experience with him. 

On page 10. Richardson stated that he first spoke to me during May about 
Chinese immigration from Canton to Manila. The first time he spoke to me 
on the subject was about the latter part of .Inly. 1903, and the conversation took 
place In the presence of Chief Clerk da Sllva. I told him then distinctly that It 
was no business for an American and that I did not care to go Into the matter 
any further with him. That Interview Is detailed in the affidavit of Mr. 
da Sllva, and its contents were noted in my dispatches to the State Department, 
copies of which have been hande<l to* Governor Wright and form a part of this 
record. On the same page he speaks of an offer which he made for an "ex- 
clusive monopoly " of Chinese immigration to the Philippine Islands to Mr. 
Lee Chee. deputy hoppo. He declares that gentleman is one of the biggest 
squeezers in China. I have nad no such experience and I do not think that 
Mr. Richardson had, either practically or otherwise. 

On page 16, Richardson stated that da Sllva and he discussed the amount 
of brWye money that should be paid me : that da Silva intimated that I should 
get $150 for each Chinaman, and that that amount would cover the entire 
consulate. Mr. da Silva's statement ought to cover that point. 

On page 17, Richardson says: "The arrangements were not completed with 
the hoppo ; I have not the monopoly yet ;" he adds that the deputy, Lee 
Chee, assured him that his excellency, the hoppo, would accept his (Richard- 
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80D*s) chop, which meant, I infer, that his excellency, the personal representa- 
tive in Canton of the Dowager Empress, had agreed to enter into the gutter of 
corruption with Richardson and that he would accept Richardson's seal or 
chop as full authority for passing Chinese coolies. That is absurd on the face of 
it, and any one who is at all conversant with Chinese conditions would at once 
scout it as preposterous. The official dispatch from his excellency, the hoppo, 
which also forms a part of this record and which has been handed to Governor 
Wright, shows that neither Richardson nor any one representing him had any 
transaction with the hoppo or his yamen. 

On the same' page Richardson says: " ♦ ♦ ♦ i inquired around and found 
that the hoppo did not control his underlings and that his underlings had made 
an agreement for exclusive rights with Yun Lun, and I forgot the other," 
♦ ♦ ♦ "and therefore my proposed monopoly was no use, as Lun and this 
other party were sending through, as I understand, from fifteen to twenty Chi- 
nese a xceek, and the charge was $25C) to $280," and further stated, in reply to 
a question, that they went through our friend McWade and that he (McWade) 
got $50 for each man. The records will show that during the past four years 
I have only passed seventy-one Chinese immigrants to the Philippine Islwnds, 
and I have never received any money for any such vile business. 

On page 18 Richardson says : " I went to Macao, where McWade was stay- 
ing with his family, and this subject (bribe money), among others, was one 
which I spoke about" ♦ ♦ ♦ "He did not acquiesce or anything ; he just 
beard." 

During the plague and cholera season I spent every Sunday with my family 
in Macao, which is within my consular jurisdiction, leaving Canton on Satur- 
day and returning on Monday morning. I never saw nor met Richardson there 
nor did he ever meet me there or at any other place, either on earth or water. 

On page 18 he also states ** I have nine certificates that stand in cash about 
$750. Then I found out that Lun, taking Chinese direct to the consulate, re- 
ceived a fee in addition of $52 from the Chinamen, which presumably was paid 
to Mr. Sllva, being $50 and $2 for the visa. The first thus passed through were 
sent on the steamer Kaifong, and I duly received a telegram from Miller stating 
that they were landed." Richardson never had any immigrants passed through 
the American consulate or by the hoppo for the Philippine Islands, nor had any 
agent of his. If he refers to Lun, the banker, that gentleman's affidavit covering 
the subject entirely has been handed to (Jovemor Wright and forms a part of 
this record. 

On pages 18 and 19, Richardson says ** ♦ ♦ ♦ On the night of October 
Ist I left for Canton, taking with me $240. which I paid to Mr. Da Silva at 
about 8.30 on the morning of October 2 " for expenses connected with the pas- 
sage of Chinese immigrants. ** The business stands a loss of $1,400 or $1,500. 
We paid the hoppo his cash ; we paid him $70." I do not believe that he paid 
either da Silva or the hoppo. It is absurd. 

On page 19, Richardson, in reply to a question, blames the Chinese treaty for 
the fact that Chinese officials have to be approached through the consul and 
intimates that the arrangement for an interview on the part of a Chinese official 
with an American merchant is one of the chief sources of a consul's revenue. 
It is impossible to find an American citizen, merchant or otherwise, who has 
ever at any time had the alK>mniable experience of having to pay me or reward 
me in any way, directly or indirectly, for helping him in his business or other 
interests, or of bringing him in direct personal touch and contact with any 
Chinese official, civil or military. It is the experience of the State Department 
that for many years all consuls in the Orient, without any exception, have l)een 
subject to the attacks of men whose aim was to evade our own laws, the laws of 
China, and the provisions of the treaty. Mr. Richardson is a specimen of this 
class. 

The fantastical old-time idea that ** there is honor among thieves " has been 
exploded long ago, and no more striking exemplification of this fact could be 
found than in this criminal conspiracy of Richardson, Ballantine, and Miller. 
They conspired to violate the Chinese exclusion act and to debauch consular 
officers for the purpose of consummating their crime. The chief conspirator, 
Richardson, was the evident financial backer of their scheme. Each of them 
pocketed the money that was to be used in corrupting the consular officers. 
Each doubted the other's honesty. Each of them protested that he had dis- 
tributed his money among those officers, but as in each Instance the desired 
results had not followed, doubts yielded to apparent certainty. Ree\:V\siV\^^- 
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tlons followed. Some of their outside conspirators, failing to share in their 
supposed profits, became angered and disclosed the conspiracy to the customs 
ofl!clals, who promptly acted on their information, and the inevitable end 
resulted. One of the conspirators to save himself turned " State's evidaice," and 
whilst doing so embraced the opportunity of getting even with the consular 
officers, whose kindness he had abused and whose merciful consideration he had 
received. 

On page 20, Richardson says that I got a big rake off from the Canton Rail- 
way. That is assuredly strange news to me, as it must assuredly be to General 
Manager Gray and W. Barclay Parsons, the president of the railroad. Of 
course Richardson's statement is false. 

On page 20, Richardson speaks of a robbery which took place in Sumui, that 
1,400 taels' worth of goods, money, etc., were stolen ; that at his instance I took 
up the matter with the viceroy ; that one robber was arrested ; that $400 was 
returned, and that he paid to me in cash the said sum of $400. That story is 
partly true. Richardson came to me and complained in writing that his com- 
prador had been robbed and that he and his family were in fear of their lives. 
The comprador of an American firm, when he represents it in any district in the 
interior in the sale of goods, etc., is entitled to a certain degree of protection 
both as to his person and property. For that reason I took up the case, and my 
letter to the viceroy, which Richardson has presented, and his reply established 
that fact I never received the $400 or any part of it from Richardson, although 
I am frank to say that I think I deserved a legal fee for what I did for him and 
that man whom he then falsely represented to be his comprador. I say "then 
falsely represented," for I found out several months afterwards that the man is 
the comprador of the Sperry Flour Company, a genuine American firm. 

He speaks, on the same page, of another case, one of debt, meaning the oollec- 
tion of 200 taels from a Chinese debtor at Whampoa. In that case I agreed to 
accept payment of $100 for my services, lumping that case and others together, 
but I have yet to receive the money. Richardson talks of making payments, 
and I am free to say that I have never known him to make a payment to anyone, 
and I have known him for nearly a year and a half. 

On page 20, Richardson says : " Now, in my marble quarry the understanding 
was that when I got ready and was satisfied with the selling of the marble after 
shipment, upon Mr. McWade assisting to obtain the concession for the road from 
the quarry to the river, he was to receive $2,000 cash and $10,000 worth of stock 
In the marble company." About August, 1902, Qichardson came to me with title 
deeds for marble deposit in the Santing district, province of Kowang Tung. He 
told me that he had Just bought the property and asked me to help him in the 
construction of a road — that is, to get permission from the viceroy for him to 
construct a road from the marble quarry or deposit to the banks of the river 
several miles away. I told him that if he had bought the property he should 
have it registered at the consulate in accordance with the usual custom, and 
that the deeds should be carefully briefed^ so that there could be no flaw or sub- 
sequent trouble. He admitted that he had not bought the property, but added 
that he was about doing so and that he looked upon the transaction as almost 
completed, and said that that was the reason why he bad told me that he had 
bought it. In answer to my further questions, he said that he had not paid any 
money to the real owner, but would pay him the entire purchase money, what- 
ever it was, if I thought I could help him in getting the desired concession. I 
told him to leave the deeds with me, and assured him that I would search the 
records of the magistrates in that district and, if possible, view the property. 
He assured me that if I would do this he would be exceedingly grateful and 
would show his appreciation in a substantial way. I told him that all I wanted 
was to have my expenses paid. 

On September 14, 1902, he sent the owner of the property for the deeds, and 
they were handed to him. The correspondence on that subject Is among Rich- 
ardson's letters, all of which have been handed to Governor Wright and form a 
part of this record. In fact, every letter written by Richardson on any subject 
whatever has been handed to Governor Wright He has never up to the present 
time offered me or intimated that he intended to offer me $2,000 cash and 
$10,000 worth of stock in the proposed marble company. 

On page 21 Richardson says, "There are a lot of things pending. I have a 
case against a shop in Foo WlVig which owes me $1,200 and 350 taels. When 
this is settled, Mr. McWade is to receive half of what is collected." That state- 
ment is utterly false. He is always pestering me with cases of debts, piracies, 
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and robberies, but he has never yet offered me nor have I ever requested pay- 
ment for services rendered, and his letters all prove that fact They are profuse 
in expressions of gratitude. On the same page he says that I am engaged in 
selling my consular influence for the assistance of people to whom it is valuable, 
and speaks of a glazing-<^ay deposit near Foo Ohov^. He refers to Doctor 
Gracia, of Foo Chow, and intimates that Doctor Gracia, by refusing him assist- 
ance can compel him to go to the taotai in Amoy and the consul there, and that 
the consul stands there and takes toll. He has apparently forgotten, if he ever 
knew, that Foo Chow is not under the consulate of Amoy. On the same page 
I notice that he has the effrontery to say that he thinks that he can buy most of 
his countrymen he has met in China. This from an admitted perjurer, forger, 
and fugitive from Justice should receive small notice. Mr. Richardson is a pro- 
fessional adventurer who has been floating through the Far East for upward 
of twenty years. 

On pages 22 and 23 Mr. Richardson discusses the late Consul-Genera I Wild- 
man, of Hongkong ; Consul-General Godnow, of Shanghai ; Consul Fesler, and 
myself, and his expressions concerning each of us are al)ominable calumnies. 

On page 23 Richardson says, *' In the position I am in I want McWade to lose 
his Job. If he does not .he will kill me ; that is the position I am unfortunately 
plac^ in." A coward is always a liar. This man's letters to yice-Consul John- 
6on, of Amoy, and myself, dating several months back and which form a part of 
this record, show his intention then to make trouble for me. A malefactor will 
always object to his Judges and a rascal was never yet known to have a favor- 
able opinion of the officers of the law. 

Concerning Mr. Richardson's views about the location of consulates and the 
duties of consuls I have nothing to say, simply because it would he absurd. 

On page 25 Richardson says, " Last December, either from the State Depart- 
ment or from some other Department they wanted to flnd out where arms were 
located and the numl)er of arms in Canton and the suburbs. McWade did not 
know how to. do it, but a friend of mine was sent for and McWade said ' You 
know how to flnd out If you find out I will pay your expenses and I will men- 
tion' your name to the State Department and help you along and fix everything 
good for you ! ' When the arms were located and McWade Infonned, he gave the 
man $30 and the man had spent $200." There is only a grain of truth in that 
His friend, W. F. Cary, was at that time in distressed circumstances and I helped 
him out. All the information I required I received from Chinese officials, except 
the number of arms in one fort. 1 sent Cary there and he was occupied two 
days in getting the desired information. I do not now remember the amount of 
money I paid him, but It Is certain that his payment was ample. It Is also cer- 
tain that he had no expenses whatever, and that if he (Cary) had, he had not 
the means wherewith to defray them. 

I may add that there has been issued a warrant for the arrest of Cary for 
obtaining money under false pretenses, and that Cary escaped from Canton in 
disguise. A warrant has also been issued for the arrest of Richardson in Canton 
for willful perjury. 

In conclusion, I have the honor to say that my entire official career is an open 
book. I liave nothing to fear and nothing to conceal. I have never at any time 
had any transactions with Mr. Richardson Involving the payment of money from 
him to me for work done for him by me. 



Miscellaineous correspondence. 

June 9, 1903. 
Mr Dkab Paqe: After much investigation here, I find that the Cliinese are 
loath to pay much over $300 to go to Manila, as they can go as stowaways at 
$280 each. All expenses included. 

I am told that from two to four go by each steamer and get ashore at night- 
time. 
You can use this knowledge as you choose. I find it to be the fact though. 
The cloth, you know, has to be boiled for two or three hours, with a little sodif 
In the water. 

Very truly, yours, Chables E. Richabdson. 

H. Doc. 666, 59-1 i 
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PerfM)nal.] C'onsulab Service, United States of America, 

Cwnton, China, June 9, 1903. 
Dear Mr. Richardson : The names of the following parties I promised to send 
you are holders of certificate No. 139, Wong Yin San, shop in Canton omitted ; 
No. 140, J^ee Yuet Ting, capital of business omitted ; No. 141, Chao San, native 
place (village name) omitted; No. 142, Yung Hap, capital omitted. 

Please have this attended to at once, and I am sure it will materially benefit 
your business here. 

VeiT truly, yours, A. De Silva. 



June 11, 1903. 

Dear Paoe: Received a letter from Canton late last afternoon which gives 
following facts : 

Outsiders' business : Certificates issued and visaed. 

Certificate No. 139, Wong Yin San, the name of the shop in Canton omitted ; 
No. 140, I^e Yuet Ting, capital of business omitted; No. 141, Chao San, native 
place (village name) omitted; No. 142, Yung Hat, capital omitted. 

Now, Page, I have arranged all in Canton, but I can not control the business 
until I have the business. In other words, I have arranged with the Hoppo for 
the sole right for passports, but inside the office the clerks can not be relied on, 
so I have taken means to block those who get certificates by having them filled 
out wrongly. 

Now, this is a test imposed to sliow if this will stop them, and if they are re- 
turned they will be referred to me. and then all will be well. This will give 
me great prestige, and confidence will at once be placed in our business. 

Now, what I want you to do is to try and stop these fellows from landing. 
Their certificates are not in order. Try and have them sent back at once. 
Show to the board that men of youra were sent back on similar conditions. 

Every applicant other than ours will be treated this way the minute it is 
shown that they will be sent back. This will, of course, swing the entire busi- 
ness to us. 

I go into interior to-morrow evening. But write me as soon as you can about 
these cases. I am more than anxious to have them returned. Do your best It 
is for mutual advantage. 

Yours, very truly, Charles E. Richardson. 



June 24, 1903. 

My Dear Page: I am greatly surprised not to receive any letters from you. 
Just got back this a. m. from the interior after a twelve days* absence. 

I learned in Canton that the applicants with wrongly made out passports got 
in witliout difficulty. 

I had all of them badly scared and they stopped going, all but a few, but 
when they got a telegram saying these fellows landed there was a rush last week 
and some 20 went, and there are applicants daily. They pay $280, which covers 
tickets, board in Canton, and steamer tickets from Canton. 

Tliey claim that the inside is bribed. That is, the custom-house. 

Now, where is the " nigger in the wood pile? ** We are going to take even more 
radical steps if this continues. 

Now, let me know just what the matter is and the reason they are admitted 
with passiwrts as made out. I assured the proper i)er8on that that was all that 
was necessary to sjwil their landing, and I did this on vour say so. But I find 
that they still land. 

Therefore I wish to know. Are these your cases? If so, tell me frankly. If 
not, why and how do they land? Can anything be done on passiwrts to keep 
them out? I prefer this method of spoiling others' business than taking the 
steps which will spoil mine as well, but by all that is holy, if I can't have the 
business I will see that others do not get it. 

Mr. Hangon ( ?) tells me that the brokers here are sending to each shop to try 
and get applicants, but that not many go from here. 

Remembering your promises to me, I must ask your answer to this letter; 
otherwise I will begin to think that you are not friendly. 

On the 6th a cable came from Ballantine, telling me that he sails on the 
Oaelic, 
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I am slow to slight, but I can not say you attended to my letters as you 
should. You may have many reasons. I hope that you may give some good 
explanations. If I don't hear from you inside of ten days, I will consider you 
wish our understanding at an end. 

Yours, Charles E. Richabdson. 



June 24, 1903. 

Deab Doctob Johnson : Your kind letter of June 11 at hand. 

I was somewhat sure that you had excellent cause to refuse a visa. 

If you wish you can do the following. It is done in Canton. The applicant 
is brought before the consul, who examines him and if satisfied gives him a 
small slip with his name on same, and then he goes and gets his passport and 
it is visaed. 

I agree with you, care is necessary, but I find that there is something wrong 
re the Canton end. Even when the certificates are not made out properly they 
are landed, and even when cases are not true cases. I have made trials and 
now am proceeding to investigate. I will cause some one trouble. 

Just returned this morning from a twelve days* trip to Interior to some 
marble quarries which I own and from which I am now shipping marble to 
New York. 

On the 18th a cable came here to my office from Mr. Ballantine saying he 
was leaving on Oaelie. I will be very glad for him to get here to go to Amoy 
and start the business again. I have a clerk coming from Hankow now, but 
hesitate to send him to Amoy. 

With best regards, Charles E. Richardson. 



July 1, 1903. 

My Dear Page: Just before leaving for Canton Saturday, got yours of 
June 23. To say that I was glad to get it is putting it mildly. 

Now I answer same. At Canton they swear that no Canton men are return- 
ing. The price is now down to $125, guaranteed landing. All expenses to be 
paid by inunlgrant as for passport, passenger money, etc. Not Manila expense, 
though. That is what comes of competition. They say that they can not 
stop them. They want the Manila end to do it and want to know how these 
four men got in. That is 139, 140, 141, 142. 

They ask me to ask you to try and see the passports, if they were landed, 
and see if they filled in the blank spaces in Hongkong. They say you can 
quickly tell the dlflference in handwriting. 

They say they know they are not merchants, but if the Hoppo sends them to 
them and they answer the questions they must visa them. That it rests with 
custom-house there if they are -fit subjects to enter. Now, the point is what 
can be .done to spoil the certificate so they can't get in. Can you not put a flea 
In McDonald's ear and find out what will shut them out If we can do this 
they will come to us. Everyone of them. They laugh at me now. 

Of course, the stowaways are bad. In Canton they say that 80 men are 
going a week, that more than half are stowaways. You can almost rely on 
this statement being so. If we can kill the stowaway business and get the 
balance kept out on wrongly made out certificates, the business will come to us 
entirely. 

In ciieuiton they say that Colbert is being paid by certain Chinese not to find 
out stowaways. I feel certain it is so. It pays him better to earn this money 
than find stowaways. 

Note re returning to Amoy. While I agree with the contention I regret you 
can not come. 

If you send me your account against Choo Ho signed before a notary and 
assign the account to me also before a notary I will collect it. Better send me 
power of attorney in the matter. 

Note fiber cloth. That closes that matter. 

Lumber. — Kindly send me a section of log, say 1 foot long, of Lanete. It is 
what is wanted ; we can do much in it. I will fix it O. K. 

I shall write Johnson that the men were landed. I had a long letter from him 
in answer to my protest He evidently was sore about tbft VI iii«ii, \s>x5X «a ^Xiws 
landed all is well. I am going to Amoy soon and wU\ fbL \Xi\ii^ xv^. 
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Note Gus Duval. Have not seen or beard of him. I hope they get Colbert 
back and send a shrewd fellow here. 

Note letter from Miss DuBois. Well they are now certainly married and on 
way here. The ** course of true love never runs smoothly." 

How about chickens? 

The Viceroy at Canton is wanting a loan of $1,000,000. I have about settled 
it for him. If it goes through you will see about it in the papers. I have the 
money ready. The question now is a matter of exchange. McWade helped me 
in the matter. He will make a fat thing out of it Of course I lose money. 

I have closed all my marble business. McWade is anxious to get in on it 
It is truly the most wonderful deposit in the world. I am waiting telegram re 
camphor business now. Am shipping some marble to New York. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chables B. Richabdson. 

Note. — Let me hear from you soon. Herzberg is here. I think will send 
liim to Amoy. 



July 1, 1903. 
Deab Doctor Johnson : I have received a letter from Page stating that 16 
out of the 19 men detained he has put ashore. 

I know you will be pleased to know this, as from your letter you thought the 
matter reflected on the consulate. 

When I go to Amoy I can tell you some funny things about Canton. Talk 
about care, they simply use none. Were they one part as cautious ais you are 
I would be pleased. 
With best compliments to your wife and self, remain. 
Very truly, yours, 

Charles E. Richardson. 



July 1, 1903. 
X>EAR Mb. McWade: Re the loan to provincial government. 
Talking with bank this morning, they say that if they want payment in 
-silver dollars, that same are at present at a premium and that this must be 
^considered as well as the rate of exchange of repayment. 

In other words, this must be a gold loan so loss can not be made by fall in 
exchange. By fixing the rate, if the silver goes up the provincial government 
will gain. 

If the Fan Tai calls please explain this to him. 
Yours, very truly, 

Charles E. Richardson. 



July 3, 1903. 

My Dear Page: Your good letter of 29th at hand. It is now up to me to 
apologize, but when I wrote that letter I was worried about the Canton alfalr. 

I had got it within my grasp and then lost it I could not afford to buy up 
the whole hoppo*s office. The whole truth of the matter is that as long as the 
present hoppo Is there we can not control, as he can not control his underlings. 
I have lost already quite a sum of money there. Our people in Canton will 
'do all they can to block the business, but when they say a dispatch comes from 
the hoppo's office to them re a certain man they are bound to vis6 the certificate 
as long as the parties answer correctly; that they do this to maintain good 
Telations so inside trade relations will not be hampered. 

At the same time they will make out the passports incorrectly. You can 
«ee they surmise that these were later filled in by my letter of two days ago. 
Now, let me know what is the l)est item to do in making out passports wrongly? 
If a different handwriting is used where spaces are left blank would that do 
dt? Get McDonald to say just what he would block them out on and we will do 
it If the English and Chinese version do not agree will they be shut out? By 
a little patience we can get this business. 

I am writing Canton this morning and will tell them what you say. It is 
needless to say that the whole thing has hurt me among certain Chinese in 
Canton. Thus I am anxious to get back this prestige. My actions stopped them 
for ten days, and when those four got in without trouble a wire came and they 
4ire piling in. 
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Re Amoy. It is useless to think that we can get men without a European 
there. I waited to hear from you before sending for Herzberg. When I did 
not hear I sent for him anyway, and he is here. Just as soon as I get time I 
will take him to Amoy. I had a wire from Lucassen and the office matter is 
settled. The municipal council wanted it also and we had a time getting it 
When Ballantine comes I will have him go to Amoy and stay until all is 
adjusted and men going, when he can leave it to Herzberg and go to Canton. By 
this time by Joint efforts I hope that we will have blocked this Chinese broker 
here. The minute they are not admitted they will come to us. 

The Cantonese are so damned smart and know what their rights are so 
well that it presents many difficulties over Amoy. If I get this settled I 
will try to stop the stowaway business. I will put men around to find out about 
it The way to do it is to pay some boy or cooly aboard the ships, whose share 
is small, to give the thing away. Colbert could do this, but as I said before I am 
given to understand that he finds it more profitable not to find them than to 
do so. 

Hoping the matter will soon adjust itself, remain, 
Sincerely, yours, 

Chables E. Richabdson. 

P. S. — ^The whole trouble is that I have tried to do too much myself. I have 
got a fine watch for Tao Tai, and have covered with pearls. It is a beauty. 

C. B. R, 

Important: Can not you get Shuster to make a ruling that if the English 
and Chinese versions are not agreeable to one another that the applicant will b^ 
returned? If you do all this work I will not forget your kindness. Will re^ 
member it in a substantial way. In 'Frisco they have this rule, and many haye 
lost through it 

You should also see that a Fuhklenese interpreter gives the translation. 

C. E. R. 



July 3, 1903. 

My Dkab Silva : Received a letter last night from Page. 

He says those four men got in at last And be was so surprised that he got 
the certificates, and they were completely filled out He says : ** Whether it 
was done after they arrived here or in Hongkong, I can not say." However, 
they were all right upon their arrival here. 

Now, you see what we are against The next applicant kindly make out most 
openly wrongly. Give age different from the Chinese version. Give capital 
different from Chinese version. Make the capital of the shop, say $10,000, and 
his interest $12,000. If you leave a space blank draw a line through it. 

Then let me know Just what you have done, and I will write it to Manila. 
Page was to see McDonald that night, and found out the best method of block- 
ing the affair. Page reaffirms that if papers are incorrect they will be shut out 
Of course the Chinese in Hongkong are damned smart, but they can only go 
to a certain extent I have written to Page to get Shuster to make a ruling that 
the Chinese and English versions must agree, and to get this done at once. 
Then you can stop the whole matter at once. 

I feel very sore the way things have turned out. 

Has anything been done about the loan matter? Has that party called? 
With regards, yours, very truly, 

Charles E. Richardson. 



July 8, 1903. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

V, 8, Consul'Cfeneralj Canton. 
Dear Sib: Inclosed herewith a copy of my letter to International Bank. 
They will send you the original, and you can reply as you see fit. 

Is there anything else you wish me to write about? If you wish me to do, 
let me know what you want and I will write it 

The manager (?) is anxious to get the matter through, as it Is of importance 
to them. 

I would like to get everything cleaned up, so that I can get to Amoy next week. 
Yours, very truly. 
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JULT 8, 1903. 
Chables R. Sgott, Esq., 

Manager International Banking Corporation, Hongkong. 

Dear Sib : Re our several conversations. 

The viceroyal govemment of the Province of Kwang Tang (Chinese charac- 
ters) and Kesang Si (Chinese characters), known as Leung Kwang (Chinese 
characters), wish to obtain a loan of $1,000,000 silver for various governmental 
uses. The money will be wanted either in September or October of this year. 

The period of terms wanted is two years, but if this does not meet your ideas 
they will take for one year. 

For security they offer a note signed by the provincial treasurer (Chinese 
characters) of the Leung Kwang (Chinese characters) and also signed or 
Indorsed by the viceroy (Chinese characters) of the Leung Kwang (Chinese 
characters). 

Interest to be at the rate of 71 per cent per annum. 

The rate of exchange for repayment to be fixed at the time of loan. 

I would ask you in verification of the facts set forth above to send this letter 
to the United States consul-general at Canton, the Hon. Robert M. McWade, who 
will duly advise you. 

As to the safety of the security, while I personally know this to be of the best, 
I would suggest that your head office In New York would refer the matter to the 
State Department at Washington for information. The State Department can 
wire the consul-general at Canton, who then can officially assure the State 
Department as to the security. 

I would ask you to transmit this detail, as well as the Hon. Robert McWade's 
letter, to your head office and ask them to give an answer by wire. 

I might mention that when Chan Chih Tung (Chinese characters) was the 
viceroy of the Leung Kwang (Chinese characters) that he borrowed a similar 
sum of the Chartered Bank of India, Australia, and China. 

Also, I understand, that the Russian Chinese Bank offered the viceroy of the 
Leung Kwang (Chinese characters) a loan of $5,000,000, but he does not want 
Russian dollars. 

If such a loan could be consummated (?) by you people it would greatly 
enhance your name, lead to further business, and aid American commerce. 
Yours, very truly, 

Charles E. Richabdson. 



July 9, 1903. 

Mt Dear Caret: Had a long consultation with the manager of the bank 
yesterday. 

After that I wrote a full detail of the matter to him in an official way. He 
is to send this original letter to McWade and McWade is to return it verifying 
the facts. 

Then my letter, McWade*s letter, and his own recommending the loan go to 
New York. New York office is to inquire of the State Department if the security 
is O. K., and also is to inquire of the Chinese minister. The State Department 
will cable McWade and he will reply, " Security is of the best." 

By this system the manager says it can not fail to go through. The plan is 
mine. 

Get all the particulars re mica (?) deposit. This may be something that will 
give quick returns. Say nothing as to Its value. Find out Its locality. I will 
take you with me to see it. Make all inquiries in a quiet way without display 
of interest. If I can get it cheap I might buy it outright Will give you one- 
third interest. My partner one one-third, yours one-third, and myself one-third. 
My partner will be here on Gaelic, 

Yours, very truly, Charles E. Richardson. 

Don't let this mica (?) business drift. Use tact and keep the pump handle 
going. The main thing is to find out where the deposit Is. Have it marked on 
n map and get the name of the place. I will find out who owns it. We don't 
want to share it with Canton brokers. Keep this daily In your mind. 

C. B. R. 

It has value if in large sheets. None otherwise. 
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July 9, 1903. 

Dear Page : While I was in Canton on Monday I received a wire saying that 
important letters received from you and to return at once. However, as the 
next day, Tuesday, was the crucial day regarding the loan, I could not leave 
Canton until Tuesday afternoon. 

It may please you tb know that all is settled ; that the money is to be paid 
either in September or October. McWade and I will each make about $20,000 
out of it 

Getting home early got your letters. Came to the office at 7.30 a. m. ; made 
out cables, and then went hunting Mr. Miller's tracks. I could not find 
where he stopped. Here was a steamer left Tuesday for Amoy, but he was not 
on it, at least under his own name. 

Neither did he go on two steamers yesterday. I had prepared a long wire to 
Mr. L., and when I could not find that he had left I wrote to him and Doctor 
Johnson and Lucassen. 

I can not believe that Miller can do anything, but I posted Mr. Li thoroughly. 
I expect to leave here Tuesday next with Herzberg for Amoy. Then I think 
business will come. If there is a fight, I will stay by it 

Now, as to Canton : I wish you could get McDonald to get Shuster to issue a 
firm order that the Chinese and English text must agree in every particular. 
He can issue this, saying that it is the same rule as exists in California ; that 
if the texts do not agree that the Chinese immigrant must be returned. Such 
an order will do the work. I have that fixed. Then I will give you the number 
of each certificate. You will find then that only ours will get in. This will be 
your benefit as well as mine. 

It will cost me $1,000 to get this done, besides the Iwnus of each man. 

As far as you representing the cases — go on. Make as much money as you 
can. Tlie Cantonese are dam slick fellows that know the law and their own 
rights as well as anybody. That is how I got fooled. I thought I had it 
cleaned up entirely. I pay for an office In Canton now in the hoppo's deputy's 
sliop which I don't use. 

Just get this order issued, as you will be very pleased. Also see that the 
interpreter gives the correct translations. It is also quite a correct order to 
have in force. All that need be said when returned is that papers in their text 
do not agree, and so are wrong papers, and applicant can not land, as he must 
have told the consul one story and Chinese officials another. 

Please do this for me. Best regards. 

Yours, very truly, Charles E. Richabdson. 

If such an order issued, please give me the text of same. 

C. E. R. 
Do you want me to collect Chooho's account for you? 



July 10, 1903. 

Mv Deab Caby: Yours of July 9 at hand. 

Until I get McWade's reply and see his reply to the bank I dou*t think it 
I)e8t to act. 

He is now forced to go on record, and I await with interest what he says. 
My letter pins him down finely, and I think he will take further steps to 
satisfy himself before he goes on black and white. 

There should be a reply to-morrow from him. When I see what he says then 
I will be ready to desire. Don't forget mica (?). 

Yours, very truly, Charles E. Richardson. 



July 11, 1903. 
Dear Mr. McWade: Your official letter of 9th at hand, and I answer same 
to you unofficially. 
The whole thing now seems strange to me for this reason : 
Yesterday morning 1 received a letter from Cary which says that the broker 
Hao was there and urging him to have me give a letter to Lum Taotal saying 
I was prepared to negotiate the loan, and Lum Taotai, who is a friend of the 
viceroy's, will at once proceed to Kwaugsi and see the viceroy and close same. 
Also, I was given to understand before that the fantoi had accepted Lung- 
taotai's offer on our l)ehalf with interest at 7i iier cent, jyid that money was 
rather hard to get. 
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Re Hong Kong Bank and its rate of 5 per cent This strikes me as a very 
low interest rate indeed. I doubt if the Imperial Government itself can get 
this rate. 

Just this minute got another letter from Gary which says that the fantoi 
has received a telegraphic order to go at once to Kwang Si and take up the post 
of fantoi (governor). Now we don't know who will be the fantoL In four 
or 15ve days the fantoi leaves for (??Y?). 

Kindly advise me if you think it best to give Lum Taotai a letter to the 
viceroy and see how matters are. Gary says old Hao (?) is there all the time 
bothering him to get the matter closed at once. 

Of course I believe your side more than Gary's, but Ghinese business is often 
peculiar. 

Kindly advise me at once. 

Yours, very truly, Ghables E. Richardson. 



July 11, 1903. 

My Dear Gary: Last evening about 6 I received a letter from McWade in 
which he says : " The fantoi sent me word yesterday that he did not believe he 
will need the money before October and intimated that the Hong Kong and 
Shanghai Bank had offered him the same loan at 5 per cent From inquiries I 
have made, I am disposed to believe the statements made by H. E. to be true." 

Now you see how much at variance there is to your letters. There is a " nig- 
ger in the wood pile somewhere." 

When you get this letter I wish you would send for the old broker and tell 
him to hnd out the whole truth. 

Do they want me to get the money or not? Lum Taotai had better see the 
fantoi and see what he says. 

If Lum Taotai says that they are willing to get the money I will write the 
letter for him. I don't think it best to have McWade do it, for either they are 
fooling McWade or Lum Taotai. Some one is being fooled. I did not under- 
stand that they were trying to get it of H. & S. Bank. 

Now, I want you to tell that old broker to have Lum Taotai go and find out 
the truth. And then tell us the truth. If we can not get the officials to take 
our loan there is no disgrace in it, but there would be disgrace in it for me if I 
have the bank wire and then I can not get the Ghinese officials to accept same. 

While I know you are anxious to close, I must be careful of my name. Now 
you know how the matter stands, and do not delay to let me know the full truth. 

Wrote you yesterday. 

Yours, very truly, Gharles E. Richardson. 



July 11, 1903. 

My Dear Gary : After sending letter this a. m. got yours of yesterday. 

I will wait until I get reply from McWade before acting further. That Is, in 
answer to mine of to-day. The whole thing seems confused. 

Mica. Don't forget this item. 

Re Shek ? This is purely a Ghinese case. The only way I see out of it is this : 

The masters of the shop to give me a bill of sale of shop and contents. On 
them doing this I will give them a trust paper stating that the shop is not mine 
and only held in trust by me. 

Then I will go to McWade and register the bill of sale and have McWade 
write the magistrate that I have bought the shop and to duly protect the same. 

I will explain to McWade that a few of my friends who export joss sticks 
to America saw a chance to buy this shop cheap and we have made shares of it 

Now, in addition to the ^1,000 the shop must pay the registration fee. etc. 
Also each year we are to have two shares of the profits. I suppose you have 
used the $200. If you have I will be sorry, as I must take at least this sum 
to McWade when I go to see him. You must arrange this point, as I do not 
care to i)ay out my own money on the thing. 

Glalm for damages can not be sustaineil. If the party will not do the above, 
nothing can be done. 

Really, we have no treaty rights in the matter, but by paying McWade he 
will see the matter through. 

Yours, very truly, Ghas. E. Richardson. 
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July 14, 1903. 

Deab Ms. Li : This will introduce to you Mr. A. Herzberg, who goes to Amoy 
in the Ballantine and my Interest 

Mr. Herzberg will get the office in order and will get everything ready for 
business. 

Mr. Ballentine and his wife will be here in about ten days. They will go to 
Amoy a few days after their arrival. Then everything should be able to be 
started. Mr. Ballentine can post Mr. Herzberg much better than I can. 

Re the watch for the taotai. I thought it best to delay this until Mr. Ballan- 
tine comes, and he then can take it with him to Amoy and present it with our 
Joint cards. Mr. Ballantine also then can go and see the taotai with you and 
talk over all matters. 

I can not leave here now for this reason: On Sunday morning I received a 
wire from McWade telling me to be in Canton Monday morning. When I saw 
him he informed me that the prefect of Kwang Tung wished an immediate 
loan of 140,000 taels. This matter is wired to New York to-day, and so may 
take some days for an answer. Then it would be too late for me to go to Amoy 
and get back for Mr. Ballantine's arrival. 

Thus kindly hold all arrangements tight until Mr. Ballantine gets to Amoy. 

I am giving no instructions to Mr. Herzberg. Mr. Ballantine and I will con- 
sult when he arrives, and when he gets to Amoy he can advise with you. He 
then can instruct Mr. Herzberg. However, in addition to the immigration busi- 
ness, I think we had better undertake the matter which we both pressed Page 
to undertake. 

I am anxiously waiting news re the camphor (?) business. The sample 
should Just about now be in New York. 

Mr. Ballantine can also arrange matters with Doctor Johnson. 

I am telling Mr. Herzberg to have Mr. Lucassen to send tjiis letter to you at 
your house and you can then call upon him at the hotel. 

With best and kindest regard and thanks for past kindness, I remain, sin- 
cerely, yours. 

Charles E. Righabdson. 

P. S.— Also give a letter to Mr. Tang. If the taotai wishes a loan at any time 
I will be pleased to negotiate same. 

C. E. R. 



July 14, 1903. 

Deab Mr. McWade: Again write you iinoflicially. 

Went down to the bank and saw Mr. Scott I explained everything, and he 
said to come at 4 o'clock this afternoon and we will get it in shape to cable 
New York. I will duly advise you about the matter. 

I met Car>' at the hotel, or rather in front of the hotel, just as I was leaving. 
He said that the people he went to cabled at once and are to give an answer 
to-morrow. He said it was to be done at once, if at all. 

I would advise you to let the Fan-Tal know that you will be ready to talk 
within three days hence, and not to consider others until that time. 

I could not find out who Cary approached, but from former talks it must 
either be the East Asiatic Trading Company (Ostasiatlsohe H«iidels Gesell- 
schaft) or the French Bank. 

I think if anything favorable comes up Lum Taotai will go imst haste to see 
the viceroy, as it is claimed he is an old friend or sehoolmate of the viceroy's. 
You might advise the Fan Tal to advise the viceroy not to negotiate until you 
are heard from. 

Of course, I do not know what truth is in the matter. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richardson. 



July 15, 100.3. 

Dear Mr. McWade: Again unorticially. 

At 4 p. m. went to 'see Mr. Scott and we consulted until past 5. 

We got the matter in shape, and then he said the best thing that can bo done 
is for me to write by the Empress, which sails to-day, to the general manager, 
Mr. J. B. Lee. who is at present in Shanghai. 
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He asks Mr. Lee to come here at once, and to wire bim what had best be done. 
So, on Saturday morning some time we should have a reply by wire. On receipt 
of this I shall at once wire you. 

He says whatever Mr. Lee says will carry great weight, and will about decide 
the action of New York. 

While I kicked at the delay, I saw at once the truth of the statement that a 
letter with full particulars will be more than a wire. He says if Mr. Lee recom- 
mends, the matter is virtually settled. Had I known Mr. Lee was in Shanghai 
before, I should have had the matter at once put before him. 

The scarcity of silver at present is a great factor. The Hongkong and S. 
Bank and Chartered Bank are called upon for silver daily and they are having 
trouble over it. Chopped dollars to-day are at a premium of $9 per $1,000. 
By (?) a sudden demand for silver at present woul'd cause a great rise and 
much trouble. For T/T transfer the banks are offering one-fourth per cent 
above the market, in order to get money and stop demands. Notes are no lise 
now. Exchange to-day, 0.42 ; must go higher. 

Yours, very truly, Chas. E. Richabdson. 



July 17, 1903. 

My Dear Page : Had a telegram to-day from Bally, at Yokohama, also letter 
from 'Frisco. 

Herzberg went to Amoy on Wednesday, and will arrive there this a. m. 
Miller went on same boat. I wrote Li a letter telling him to tell the taotai 
I would hold him responsible for damages if he went back on his agreement. I 
told Herzberg to Wire me if there was any danger of Miller, and none has come 
so far to-day. May later. Will keep you iwsted. Now, when Bally goes back 
to Amoy I look for things to get on, and then he can leave there and go to 
Canton. 

Now what have you done re Canton? I am more than anxious to know. Can 
you do it? I suppose you are trying, but no result yet I hope you can do it. 

Please write me about everything. 

Yours, very truly, Chas. E. Richardson. 



JiLY 17, 1903. 

My Dear Baixy : Your letter of June 18 and telegram of this date from Yoko- 
hama received. 

I have duly attended to the matter at the Hongkong Hotel. You can have 
two rooms, or one, if you choose. Now, to commence the tale of happening since 
you left: 

Page went to Amoy one steamer (?) before I did. I had to go to Canton. 
When I got there I at once sent for Mr. Li. Page said Palenca (?) had not 
paid, but was going to take him to the taotai the next morning at 8. Li and 
myself went to see the taotai. The taotai promises not to see Page, and told 
me to tell I'age to hurry and get his money. That afternoon Li came to see 
me (?) and told me Palenca has been to see the taotai and he gave Page a bad 
name to the taotai. The taotai refused to give him passports (?). I called 
Page in to see Li, and Li told him. Page nearly fainted. No fooling. I had 
to give him hot brandy. He went to Choo Ho*s at once and demanded settle- 
ment. Palenca put him off. Well, it is such a long tale that I can not write it 
out. Anyways, the result was Palenca. Cho Ho, and Tan Chlng Kwaug had to 
come before the consul, and they denied tliey owed Page 1 cent. On their leav- 
ing I told Page to draft a petition to Johnson. He did so, and the following 
day the taotai received a request for the Shop Cho Ho to be sealed and the 
manager, Palenca, and Tan Ching Kwang to be arrested. The taotai gave them 
until 12 noon the next day to pay. The next morning they were at the hotel 
at 8 a. ui. to see me. and I got Page up. I told them to settle and no foolish- 
ness. Well, at 10 they paid. Page took their account for settlement. At the 
time there were 17 men held up at Manila. Sixteen since have l)een landed. 
Page sent a further account to Cho Ho, and I wrote him if he wanted me to col- 
lect it I would. No reply yet. Page frankly acknowle<lged that if I was not 
there he would never have got the money. 

During this time both Li and I urged Page to come *o Amoy and do the 
coolie business (?) and legal business. Li said he would guarantee him ^O.OO*) 
a year in legal business. Page said he would go back to Manila and find out. I 
asked him to let me know at once, as I saw the necessity of having a European 
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at Amoy at once. Well, twenty days after he got back to Manila he wrote me. 
A nasty letter from me crossed his. He answered promptly, apologizing. 

On the 15th June I cabled Herzberg to come here, and he arrived about July 
1. I kept him here until two days ago, and he is to-day in Amoy. 

I got the Chit of Yaptic's (?). where we had dinner, for an office, $26 per 
month. I told Herzberg to at once get this in shape. 

During all this time there has been only one applicant, and Doctor Johnson 
refused to visit him. 

The reason of all this is, first, we had no Euroi)ean there. This is Page's 
fault partly, as I waited his answer ; second, the plague is bad in Amoy, and 
there has been only one steamer since you left direct to Manila. 

Now, when you arrive I want you to go to Amoy and get things on their feet ; 
have a thorough understanding with Johnson. 

On the steamer Herzberg went on J. T. Miller went upon. Page wrote me 
that Miller had gone in with one Ong-Long, and that Ong-Long had arranged 
with taotai. I will not believe this, and I wrote Li that I would hold the taotai 
to. his written agreement in re suit for damages, and I wrote Johnson a firm 
letter. I told Herzberg to at once see Li, and if there was danger to telegraph 
me So far I have no tel- ( ?) but may get same to-day. 

In fact, all the matter is too extensive — that it will need a long talk. 

In Canton I arranged with Hoppo; but the fool will not control his under- 
lings. So the underlings got in their work. If Page will do a certain thing I 
asked him, I will be able to stop it all. So far I have not heard from him 
about it. 

Mr. Lin wrote me he had (?) could help us in the immigration business and 
he had other things besides ; but all this we can talk over. I exi>ect to-morrow 
will be a crucial day with me. I have a great deal on in Canton and to-morrow 
tells the tale. Even if the immigration business falls through, there is plenty 
besides. 

I am very, very anxious to see you. 

When you get to Amoy, all will be well, I am sure. We can do the legal 
pidgin (?) and other things. Say you stay there a short time and post Herz- 
berg, and then we will go into Canton strongly. McWade and I have this big 
deal together. Will explain when you couie. 

Give my best and kindest regards to your good wife and tell her I will be 
very glad to meet her; my wife will be also. My office l^ nearly finished, so 
when you come we will be moving there. 

With best thoughts, slncrerely, ' Chas. E. R. 



July 20, 1903. 
Geo. Le Due, Esq., Manila, 

Deab Sib: Answering Mr. Page's letter to you, as I fear he is not now in 
Manila : 

I think it would be an excellent ( ?) scheme if you would go up to the attorney- 
general and say to him that if he wants to see the Chinese get sent back just 
issue an order that the English and Chinese texts of passports must agree in 
every particular, and if they do not the applicant to be sent back, because the 
story be told the Chinese officials and the consul were different. You can say 
such an order exists In *Frisco. 

You can say that if they are really anxious to see the number going from 
Canton lessened that the issuance of this order will do the work. 

You can tell him that you heard from Hongkong that Chinese passenger 
brokers are sending around runners to all the different firms, asking if they 
know of anyone going and that they will send them down for $125. That you 
are well aware that most all that go down are not all merchants. 

If you don't do this, I am going to have the matter brought officially to their 
notice. You can take this letter with you. if you wish, but don't let him see the 
name or names. When you receive this please act and write me at once what 
you have done. I now know how the whole thing Is worketl and I can give the 
whole thing away. I am damned sore about the matter. It has cost me some 
considerable money, and I am like a man caught by the seat of his pants on a 
pole; can not move for fear of hurting myself. But I am going to have a try. 
If I can't get my way by diplomacy. 

You may rest assured Bally and I will fix up some safe scheme. 
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Have no word or telegram from Amoy yet. This leads me to believe that 
Miller is not In a bed of roses, for I would have intimation by wire or letter if 
he was dangerous. 

When I have word will let you know. 

But what I want Is that law (?) about the identical texts. 

Regards. 

Yours, very truly, R. 



July 22, 1903. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

United States Consul-Oeneral, Canton, 

Deab Sib : Have Just returned from seeing Mr. Scott, who has had a telegram 
from Mr. Lee. Mr. Scott's letter did not get the Empress, but caught the 
Bangol (?), and so was delayed three days, and arrived in Shanghai 
yesterday. 

The answer was a little, as Mr. Scott anticipated. That the matter was too 
indefinite in its proposal, and that at 5 per cent it was out of the question. 

Now. the result is this: If* a formal proposal is made, stating exactly the 
amount required, say, 1,000,000 or li millions or li millions or 2 millions, not 
from 1 to 2 millions, and the rate will l>e 7^ per cent per annum and time indefi- 
nite, say, one year or one and a half years. Better one year. Also, imperial 
decree to be had for same, then on receipt of this proposal Mr. Scott is instructed 
by Mr. Lee to wire New York. 

Say such a proposition as this: The provincial government wants 1 million 
for one year at 7^ per cent interest. Fan Toy and viceroy signatures and 
imperial decree. Period one year. Such a proposition will most likely carry. 
Money for Octol)er payment Rate to be settled. 

Mr. Scott says Mr. Lee advises him that money In New York is very scarce 
and tight ; that a low interest would not carry the business through. 

That the local conditions are in horrible shape. The Hongkong and 
Shanghai Bank have been forced to take clean Mexican and chop them. They 
thereby lose 2^ to 3 per cent, but they have to protect their notes. That there is 
but little silver here. In Shanghai all the banks there have but 15 laks (?) of 
sycee ; a serious condition of affairs. That all the money has gone to Singapore, 
wliere the Straits government will have to exchange it for a 2-shilling dollar. 

If these conditions can not be had In both loans, then we had better drop it 
However. It is no different than first talked by me. 

If you think that you can get this proposal, then please get It If you wish 
me to go to Canton, please wire me or write me. 

I am sure no bank will loan at 5 per cent Interest. I am assured that all the 
banks have quite enough of a loan on their shoulders now. Kindly advise me. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Righabdson. 



Private.! July 27, 1903. 

Hon. R. M. McWade, 

United States Consnl-Gcnei'al. 

Dear Sir: Saturday night I received n letter from Manila which says there 
is a great row on there re the Chinese who have gone from Canton to Manila. 

There Is now In Canton a secret-service man. who Is verifying the statements 
set forth In the certificates Issued by your office. 

There Is also one In Amoy, but he has raised no question, as facts in cases 
of ours were always arranged by us with an eye to an Investigation. Besides 
this, I asked Doctor Johnson to be more than careful and If any he had the 
slightest doubts that their statements are lies to turn them down, which he has 
done. 

However, the crude way in which the business was solicited here, by send- 
ing of i-unners to different shops asking if they had coolies or otherwise to go, 
has come to the ears of the detectives of secret service here and reports were 
sent in. These parties, coolies, etc., went through your office. 

I am given to understand that they have In detention some of those who have 
had Canton certificates, and they are holding them pending the securing of 
further Information. The chief of the immigration department and one of the 
detectives (customs) are watched in Manila and will be arrested, and the party 
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who I do my business with is also in trouble. He was not supposed to concern 
himself with these Canton cases, but he did it behind my hack, and he now 
appeals to me for help which I can not extend. 

Mr. Ballantlne has returned here, and he was at once approached by a Manila 
secret man, a friend of his, who verified the facts and even went deeper. The 
secret service watched him clear to 'Frisco, but as the Amoy business was 
competently done, they could find out nothing and did nothing. The secret- 
service fellow told Ballantlne everything he did at each port and in 'Frisco. He 
did this to show how much was known about his progress, even to buying 
dothes, ties, etc. 

I fear that some questions may be raised with Mr. da Silva, and so I write 
this, but ask you to take it for what it is worth. 

I regret greatly that you could not see fit to decline to vis4 all certificates 
not ours, as this would have enabled us to take all blame; and not only that, 
but we could have organized the business so that it would show a true face; 
as it is now, I understand it does not. Of course, I do not know if all these facts 
are true, but feel compelled to write them to you for what they are worth. 

Thanks for past favors. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richardson. 

I think it might be well for you to stop visaing for awhile, and if you feel 
like it, arrange in the future with nie. which will be of mutual benefit, for the 
price which I will charge will keep out all but desirable ones. At present they 
charge but $125 and expenses. Any Chinese can afford this. 

C. E. R. 



[Extract.] 

August 12, 1903. 

My Deab Baixy (W. D. Ballentine) : Will go to Canton in next few days. 
Have several new ideas in my mind re that end. 

Yours, very truly, Chas. E. Richabdson. 



[Extract.] 

August 17, 1903. 
My Deab Bally (W. D. Ballentine) : On Thursday I went to Canton and 
found McWade had come down here and was to see me. He was to go to 
Macao, and so I went from Canton there and met him. We had a long satis- 
' factory talk extending over three hours. He had Just returned from Kwang Si, 
where he had seen the viceroy. He told me that for the present he did not 
think it possible to control the passports, but if we wanted to send Chinese to 
do so. His fee $50. Now we should be able to get the price of $280 as charged 
here. The fees In connection with this are Hopjao (Chinese official) $50; con- 
sul $50 ; and fare to Manila $20, leaving $160 to divide among three of us. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richardson. 



[Extract] 

August 21, 1903. 
My Deab Jje Due (George Le Due, of Manila) : McWade got scared when I 
told him a detective was sent to Canton. I found the man goes by the name of 
Casey. Now there are few (Chinese) going down (to Manila) and I think 
the business will grow less. I am, if things get bad. Write to McDonald (an 
employee in the Manila custom-house). 

Yours, very truly, Chas. E. Richardson. 



[Extract.] 

August 27, 1903. 
My Dear Bally (W. D. Ballentine) : I go to Canton to-night to arrange 
their passports (passports for Chinese). Will then close everything definitely. 
Thus I wish to advise with Miller about it (John T. Miller), and he must be in 
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Manila when they get there. I expect to cut out all others here and have 
lowered the price to $22(). I will cut down McWade also. Then when I show 
him that it is best only to deal with us and get him to refuse to visa the others, 
and also try to close a deal with the two Chinese who do the hoppo's (Chinese 
officials) business now. 

Yours, very truly, Chas. E. Richabdson. 



[Extract] 

Septembeb 8, 1903. 
My Dear Richardson (Chas. E. Richardson) : I can handle Johnson (U. S. 
V. C. Amoy) much better when I have no other white man in the office. I can 
see this. I do not believe he dislikes you personally, but that he does not want 
me to have any white witness in the office. For he dislikes Miller too, and 
wanted to know every other day as to when he intended going. ♦ ♦ ♦ John- 
son will pass most of the men (Chinamen going from Amoy to Manila) now I 
am sure. Of course, he will turn down a few — he has to in order to keep up 
appearances — and they will be men that would be turned down in Manila any- 
way, and if they are to be turne<l down, we would rather have him do it than the 
customs in Manila. 

Yours, very truly, W. D. Ballentine. 



(Kx tract. J 

September 10, 1903. 
Mt Dear Miller (John T. Miller) : Ballentine and his wife went with me to 
Canton yesterday. Had 5 more men for Canton. Passed them through the 
consulate. The first 6 I trie<l to get the papers for to go on the Sung Kiatig, 
but they are so busy they could not furnish them. Just as soon as received will 
send them forward. Shuster (collector of customs, Manila) has sent a new 
ruling to McWade. He wants McWade to send him a copy of the testimony 
offered there, and then if any difference in Manila they will be shut out. On all 
the present men no testimony will be sent, but you may be sure the testimony 
will be substantially the same. 

Yours, very truly, Chas. E. Richardson. 



[Extract.] 

September 14, 1903. 
My Dear Mr. Miller (John T. Miller) : Canton men. Yesterday I received 
the first papers. This morning running an instruction school (for Chinese 
going to Manila, with the G certificates) . Again to-night Will fill out particu- 
lars this evening. My form is not proper, and will change it when you use them 
up. Went to get their tickets on Kaifong, but they told me that they could 
not tell me how many I could get until to-morrow, as their Amoy firm had 
reserved some tickets. I supi)ose our men. But I will wire you when they go 
to the steamer. I think I will get the forms printed covering their entire story. 
This will be a check on them as well. 

Yours, very truly, Chas. E. Richardson. 



[Extract.] 



September 15, 1903. 
My Dear Mr. Li (Li T'ng King, secretary United States consulate, Amoy) : 
Every day I have men heiv and from country wanting to go. It takes me 
much longer to get the pai>ers In Canton than Amoy, as McWade only attends 
to them when not busy. I am going to try to get the right to make them out 
myself. McWade is very Jealous of his prerogatives, and it is a case of kid 
gloves every time. I have no turn downs though. As I told Doctor Johnson 
(Carl Johnson, United States vice-consul, Amoy), he claims that he can not 
go back on the hoppo*8 (Chinese official's) dispatch, and thus vis6 every one. 
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I think you had l)etter keep this letter to yourself, and when I see you I can 
tell you many things. Miller (John T. Miller) says everything is serene in 
Manila. 

Yours, very truly, Chas. E. Richabdson. 



[Extract] 

Seftembeb 25, 1903. 
My Deab Milij» (John T. Miller) : There are 4 men passed the consul at 
Canton, and I have some more here who will go in a few days to Canton (to 
get their certificates). Canton is going to be better than Amoy. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Uiciiardson. 



Manila, P. I., July 17. WOS. 

My Deab Richabdson : Now. as to your question. If a different handwrit- 
ing is used, that may do soine good, but. as I told you once before, all these 
certificates are completely filled out upon their arrival here, and the hand- 
writing seems to be the same, although I have not made a close in8i)e(^tion of 
the writing. There is evidently some one in Hongkong who knows his businc^ss, 
as all these men tell fine tales. We had two cases yesterday to represent. 
Won them both, and they had certificates from Canton. 

If the English and Chinese version do not agree. I think that would make 
no difference with Shuster, as he goes strictly by the letter of a law. and the 
law says : " Which certificates shall be In the English language,'* and It never 
mentions the Chinese language in any way. The best blank to leave vacant Is 
** Present occupation or profession," but In leaving this vacant It will be filled 
In before It gets here by some one just as It has been done before, (^an't you 
find out who it is that is changing the certificates and making them correct? 
And can you find the man who Is running the business at this end of the line 
and send me his name so that I can keep a watch on hlmV I think It Is some 
one of the Chinese In the Immigration division, and I should like to locate him 
as soon as possible. 

Glad to get the news about CoU)ert. He Is no good anyway, and so harmless 
that It Is a good place for him to be. 

Gus Duval came back last week after a wild-goose chase, and 5 stowaways 
came In on the same boat that he did. That Is a prettj'^ good one on the 
secret service. Isn't It? 

The chickens are going to come soon, but we have had a hard time getting 
a piece of land under proper conditions, as no one wants to lease for more 
than two or three years, and we are afraid to take a piece of ground on such a 
short lease and build a house on It and then have to move when things are at 
their best. However, we have a piece now, and will be started before long, I 
hope, as we have everything already to start as soon as the lease Is signed. 

Am very glad to hear of your success In connection with the loan, and also 
glad that you are encouraged over the marble situation. Hope they will both 
come up to all expectations and that you will make good money out of them. 

I am writing to Choo Hoo again to-day by this mall, and will tell him the 
account will be transferred to you unless payment Is made at once, and In the 
meantime I will have the necessary papers made out and sent to you : then as 
soon as you hear he will not pay you can go ahead and pinch him again. 

About McDonald. You see I can not afford to make things too strong to 
him or let him shut the business off too soon, because If he shuts down on It It 
will he hard for us to begin again, as the Immigration ofiiclals will start to reject 
everyone again just as they did after Bally was In Amoy awhile, and It Is hard 
work to get them started again. I am very sorry that some men do not come 
over from Amoy now, but I presume they will begin In time. 

Miller has gone to Amoy all right enough. He left here on the Zafiro the 
date I wrote you, but I don't think he will be able to do anything In Amoy, 
although the Chinese he went with says he will be able to fix the taotal. 

The story the Chinese tells the consul has to wait. It Is the duty of the con- 
sul to investigate the facts set forth In the certificate, and If found not to be 
true he can refuse to vis^ the certificate. McWade Is the man to block the game 
If your men can prove that the Chinese applicant Is not a merchant so that 
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McWade will have something to fall back upon. But I can see how it would 
strain matters for him to refuse to sign a paper sent to him by the hoppo. I 
will see what I can do with McDonald as soon as he gets back ; he has gone to 
Dagupan for a few days. 

No news from the south as yet respecting the lumber. EversTthing has been 
at a standstill here for over two weeks over the opium bill, which has been laid 
on the table until the matter can be submitted to Washington. 

Will let you know about the wood as soon as possible. 

Have you heard anything from Bajly as yet? 

Hoping you are quite well, I remain, 

Very truly, Wm. T. P. 



August 23, 1903. 

My Dear Bally : Yours of 16th came to hand yesterday. There must have 
been some delay about it I was very glad to receive it, and thanks (?) for all 
its contents. 

Also received a letter from Herzberg re Lycassen. Herzberg*s ♦ ♦ ♦ He 
mentioned you all called but found Lycassen out. While I do not anticipate any 
trouble from him at all, yet he has a bad tongue, and I would sooner leave him 
have a little satisfaction now than have him talking and talking, and, perhaps, 
have him say something in the future which would be a source of trouble to us 
all. If he is a friend, then he is bound by some ties. If otherwise, then it is 
different. He can then tell lies until further orders. 

I will try and send my wife and sister up there in the coming month and have 
them stay at the hotel. This will please the old crank, and I also inclose a bill 
for 6 sets of dice which I sent him. Go to him and give him this bill, and tell 
him it is settled with my compliments. 

Note re Miller's Chinese and bonus to those who bring Chinese. Good. Note 
how you received payment for me. Good. 

Finances, All I ask is care so we are not cheated. When you get money 
then it is made. 

Note re Miller's 200 not coming right away. I think to hurry their going ; say 
that a limit of time be set on the lot. Otherwise we will have this party com- 
peting against us. Or make this firm give a list of the 200 names. Then we 
know whom have been contracted for. This is only right We can extend favor 
on the matter, of course. But to us have the matter in our hands. 

Note 100. Good. 

Note. Miller is waiting for 115, and then will go with them. Very good. We 
will be glad to see him. 

Contract What is satisfactory to you will be so to me. 

Note. Those already sent were good ones. (?) A p. s. to (?) Herzberg*8 
letter said ** Yopton " landed. Good. 

Let Herzberg keep the books straight Let him render me account every 
two weeks of each book. Then I know how things are going. Also have him 
give me a list of the passports written, and the names. I will keep record here. 

I will soon send you a statement of my account for our Joint interest and 
your i>ersonaI account. Then we know where we stand. I do not mean for a 
settlement, but merely for information. 

Tell Herzberg to creditthe last items, $400, and $200, and $209.55, to my per- 
sonal account as capital advanced by me. The $100, of course, is to be credited 
to either a commission or income account. 

The item of $97.95, board F. H. Lucassen, please have Herzberg explain to me. 
Is this the whole of his board from the date he arrived there until the 31st? 
Tell him the arrangement was for an adjustment of this item. If it is all the 
board, tell him I will stand $50 of it This have charged to my personal account 

Also, where is he living now? What is about the cost of his living per month? 
Herzberg's salary for September, as per my agreement with him, will be $200 
l>er month. 

Now, if he can catch on quickly how all this business is done, I will bring him 
to Canton and get a cheaper l)ookkeeper. 

Of course you can tell me as to this. Let him see quite a little how matters 
are worked. 

Money : Keep it there until wanted. I will likely invest some of it in shares 
in a flour shop there, which I am trying to arrange, and for the champhor 
business. 
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The great thing is to get the business started and gain confidence. After that 
all will go well. If this succeeds, then much else will come, and we can cut 
down Li*8 figure by at least $20. 

Johnson : He is a chump to fear me. Well, I see he wants a nice present, too. 
Sometime it will be all right 

Li : Don't forget this party is our keystone. Gain his confidence by reposing 
in him for advice. You can act on it if you choose. But he will then feel 
toward us, and you especially, most kindly. In his deep heart he will say : Oh, 
I made that money for them. It will be a source of great pride to him, and let 
him enjoy it The pride is nothing to us; we want the dollars, that is alL 
Thus be gracious and polite to him. Recognize him as an equal. Tell your 
wife if she wishes to do me a favor to be most pleasant to Li. There are dollars 
to be made through him ; few without him. 

Thus to his legal business. Whenever you see him ask him about it. Tell 
him I wrote you about it If the first case don't look good, don't mind, but let 
it follow on. You might give me the items of some of his cases so I can see how 
they look. I am interested in every detail. Let Herzberg write them if you 
have not the time. In some of these cases you could do more than Johnson. I 
write Li to-day also. 

Now you are to stay at Amoy. For social reasons I am sorry ; for business 
reasons, glad. The latter is the greater. 

Your things : I will advise you after inquii-y to-morrow. This is best It is 
Sunday. 

Note address of ofiice. Will write there. Will send oil paper for copying. 

I think we had better wait contract until see Miller's. Also until the Page- 
Le Due contract is up, to do the business under my name. Also that your name 
not to appear in my books, but let it be known as Ghas. E. Richardson No. 2 
account Then, on the expiration of the contract, new books be opened. Before 
the expiry of contract, say sixty days before, write to Page, under his full name, 
and Le Due, under his full name, and Jointly and severally, and state to them 
that the partnership is dissolved as far as you are concerned. You had better 
draw a salary as an employee of mine. Let this be charged to the No. 2 account 
Ghas. E. Richardson. Say, $150 per month, or $200, if the business will stand it 
If you ever pay money In yourself let It go to the credit of G. E. R. No. 2 account 

Ganton: To-morrow Hang On will let me know what he will do. To start 
this business of coolies from here I am willing for about anything. He says 
himself to start cheap; crush the others out and then raise the price. I will 
advise you daily. Want It fixed for Miller. Then can advise with him. 

Thanks for your letter. This Is a terror, but digest It well, and see Herzberg 
is duly Instructed. 

Yours, very truly, Ghas. E. Richardson. 

Will send Li's letter to office, deliver It to him. Simply a letter of compli- 
ment In the books taotal and Johnson and LI and Tang's fees let them be 
represented by No. A, B, G, and D fees. With taotal there should be a Ghl- 
nese book kept Speak to LI and Tang about It Ghlnese receipt book. 

G. E. R. 



Articles of agreement between Chas. E. Richardson d Co,, of Amoy, Chinas and 
John T. Miller d Co., of Manila, P. I. 

Gharles Edward Richardson, of Hongkong, and William Darling Ballantlne, 
of Amoy, Ghlna, composing the firm of Ghas. E. Richardson & Go., of Amoy, to 
be known herein as the party of the first part, and John Thompson Miller, of 
Manila, P. I., and (blank) of Manila, P. I., composing the firm of John T. Mil- 
ler & Go., of Manila, to be known herein as the party of the second part, agree 
hereby that the party of the first part and the party of the second part will, 
and do hereby, form a partnership for the procuring, from the proper authorities 
In the district of Amoy, Ghlna, certificates for Ghlnese merchants and exempt 
classes, which will enable them to proceed to the Philippine Islands and apply 
for admission. The limitations and (or) duties which the contracting parties 
agree to and (or) Impose upon this partnership or parties, and (or both) are set 
forth hereunder. They are — 

First All profits accruing from the operation of this partnership shall be 
divided so that the party of the first part shall receive two-thirds of same and 
the party of the second part shall cecelve one-third of same and that all losses 

H. Doc. 066, 69-1 6 
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sustained thro* the operation of this partnership shall be divided among the 
contracting parties at the same ratio as the profits. 

Second. That in case a Chinese sent to the Philippine Islands bearing a cer- 
tificate of the exempt classes, and such certificate being procured by the part- 
nership, and the said Chinese is denied landing in the Philippine Islands and 
be returned to Amoy, China, or elsewhere, then the contracting parties agree 
that they will make no charge for the certificate to the said Chinese and will, 
furthermore, pay to this said rejected Chinese the sum of twenty-fire dollars 
($25.00) Mexican currency as an indemnity towards the expenses Incurred by 
him. 

Third. That the charge for procuring this or each certificate for the appli- 
cant or applicants shall be not less than four hundred ($400.00) Mexican cur- 
rency. No less price shall be charged unless by consent of the contracting 
parties. 

Fourth. That the necessary expenses of the office at Amoy, China, such as 
ofllce rent, servant hire, clerk hire, pens, ink, paper, etc., shall be charged to the 
partnership; and, furthermore, the contracting parties agree that for each cer- 
tificate made agreed-on fees in the total sum of one hundred forty dollars 
($140.00) Mexican currency shall be paid to sundry agreed-on parties, and the 
said one hundred forty dollars ($140.00) Mexican currency shall be charged to 
the income account of the partnership. 

Fifth. In addition to the expenses stated in the foregoing clause (4th) the 
sum of ten dollars ($10.00) Mexican currency shall be allowed to any person 
who brings an applicant to the office and a certificate is procured for him. And 
that the sum of sixty dollars ($60.00) Mexican currency shall be allowed to one 
Ong Cheng Que for each man he brings to the office and a certificate is procured 
to said applicant : Provided, that the Chinese he brings has a contract with the 
said Ong Cheng Que for such certificate, dated prior to August 1st, 1903, and 
that the name of said applicant be on the list of two hundred (200) names in 
the possession of the Amoy office. In case the applicant is not on this list, then 
the said Ong Cheng Que shall be allowed the rate any other Chinese bringing 
successful applicants. 

Sixth. In case an applicant pays cash as soon as his papers are completed 
then the sum of twenty dollars ($20.00) Mexican currency may be paid to the 
Chinese who brings the applicant to our office. 

Seventh. That William Darling Ballantlne or a member or representative of 
the party of the first part shall reside at Amoy, China, and attend to the pro- 
curing of the certificates and other office detail, and that John Thompson Miller 
or a member or representative of the party of the second part shall reside in 
Manila, P. I., and shall attend to the representing of the Chinese certificates 
bearers when they arrive in Manila, P. I. ; and the party of the se<*ond part 
must do their utmost to secure the certificate bearer's landing, and that no 
extra fee will be charged by the party of the second part to the partnership 
or to the certificate bearer. That they shall cable the landing or rejection of 
certificate bearers to the party of the first part at Amoy, China. Said cable 
to be a partnership charge. 

Eighth. That In the cases where Ong Cheng Que has made contracts in 
Manila, that the charges In whole or In part shall be paid In Manila, then the 
said John T. Miller, on behalf of himself and (or) firm in Manila becomes re- 
sponsible for snld payment. In order to guarantee said payment the said John 
Thompson Miller, in t)ehalf of said party of the second part, has deposited 
with the party of the first part at Amoy, China, the sum of two thousand 
dollars ($2,000.00) Mexican currency, and the party of the first part agree 
hereby to return to the party of the second part any part of this sum not used 
for the purpose Indicated. In case the said sum will not cover the amount to 
be collected In Manila, then the party of the second part agrees to send by wire 
or draft as requested to the said party of the first part at Amoy, the remain- 
ing part immediately upon the landing of the Chinese In Manila, and the said 
party of the first part agrees to acknowledge by letter receipt of such remit- 
tance. 

Ninth. In case the money collected in Manila balance those collected in 
Amoy, then no money is to be exchanged between Manila and Amoy, but strict 
account shall be kept and the contracting parties hereby bind themselves to 
promptly settle balances existing between each other. The party of the first 
part must keep accurate account of all incomes and expenditures and shall 
render accounts and remit any balances due to the party of the second part 
at the end of each month. 
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Tenth. That this partnership shall exist until the mutual dissolving of same, 
and that no part of this agreement shall be changed without the mutual con- 
sent of the contracting parties. 

This agreement cancels one signed at Amoy, China, on the 22ud day of August, 
1903, by W. D. Ballantine and John T. Miller. Also the attached agreement 
forms a part of this agreement. 

Signed at Hongkong this 2nd day of September, 1903. 

Chas. E. Righabdson & Co., 
By Ohab. B. Richardson. 
John T. Miller & Co., 
By John T. Miller. 
Witness: 
Esther S. Richardson. 

Supplementary agreement forming part of the foregoing. 

It is hereby agreed between the contracting parties of the Amoy agreement 
signed this day that the parties will also do a business of procuring certificates 
for exempt classes of Chinese in Kwong Tung Province, China, and the following 
clauses of the Amoy agreement, with or without noted substituted words, 
shall apply to this agreement or will not apply. 

Therefore note them : 

Clause No. 1 : This applies. 

Clause 2 : This does not apply. 

Clause 3 : This clause applies, but the charge to read at current rates. 

Clause 4 : This applies, but substitute office in Canton for that In Amoy. And 
the fees paid should read at current rates, not fixed. 

Clause 5 : This does not apply. 

Clause 6 : This does not apply. 

Clause 7 : This applies, but substitute Canton for Amoy. 

Clause 8 : This does not apply. 

Clause 9: This applies, but substitute Canton for Amoy. 

Clause 10: This applies. 

EiXtra clause : In case of rejection, the contracting parties incur a loss of the 
fees at the current rates and the passage money. 

Signed at Hongkong this 2d day of September, 1903. 

Chas. E. Richardson & Co., 
By Chas. E. Richardson. 

John T. Miller & Co., 
By John T. Miller. 
Witness: 
Esther S. Richardson. 



September 2, 1903. 
Mt Dear Mr. Miller: In talking to Mr. Hang On this morning, he said he 
was very sorry he did not get to see you before you left, as he wished to talk 
with you. 

He asked me if you would cable when Canton men were landed. I told him 
that I told you it was not necessary. He said, ** Xes ; it is. For if these six are 
landed there I will get a lot more. And as batch after batch are landed I will 
wish to get more.** He says he has more, but until he knows these six are 
landed it is no use for me to risk any further loss. 

I trust they will get through. I expected to get them off on Sungkiang next 
Wednesday. Got the fare cut to $27.70, I think ; not sure yet 
Yours, sincerely, 

Chas. E. Richardson. 



September 3, 1903. 

Dear Mr. Li : Yours of Aug. 28th at hand. Thanks very much for your kind 
words. 

Mr. Miller left here yesterday by Rosetta Maru with the 10 cases. I anx- 
iously wait the report 

I have 6 men going from here by Sungkiang next week and if they get through 
I will have great numbers from here. 

Clay: I must have a sample to send before I can do anything with this. 
Please get me a sample and I will give my best attention to It 
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Gunboats : I have put out feelers and will report later on. 

Flour: My hands are tied at present When the contract is up I may be 
able to talk. But I will be In Amoy l>efore then. 

We must some way stop Doctor Johnson's arbitrary rejections. If it keeps 
up I shall get you to have the taotai send applicants with a disimtcb the same 
as the lioppo's does MeWade and write a protest, and I will take the case and 
protest to MeWade. I think Doctor Johnson will not want that, as I will win. 
I think he understands my intentions now, and I look for less friction now. 

I will see Mr. Foster when he comes through and talk plainly to him. If 
you know the steamer he is on it will assist me to locate him. 
With best regards, yours, sincerely, 

Chas. E. Richabdson. 



September 14, 1903. 

My Dear Bally: It has Just occurred to me that if we send some Chinese 
from here to America with Amoy passports we likely can make more money. 
The taotai $45 against at least $100 for hoppo and Johnson, $50 against at least 
$100 for MeWade. 

Go to Johnson and say you may be able to get a few men to San Francisco, 
and see what he says. Try and arrange it Then we will only have to pay 
the fare from here and return to Amoy, a small sum. 

Besides this I think an Amoy passport in America would be looked at most 
favorably. Let me know at once what you can do. 

I have two men for America and go up to Canton Thursday night to arrange 
all matters. 

Yours, sincerely, Chas. E. Richardson. 



September 15, 1903. 

My Dear Miller: Inclose you herewith papers in the case of the first six 
going to Manila from here. They leave to-morrow per Kai fong. 

I will send the original of this through the agents while the copy I will send 
through the mall. 

These men go well instructed, and if pains are of use they had it expended 
on them. 

To-morrow I will cable you as follows : 

** Polyglot, 

"Manila. 
**Kaifong, 6 Canton." 

If you give me list of the questions (new) that the customs ask, I will in- 
corporate them in my instructions. 

Notice that all except one read general merchandise, but after the next lot 
it will vary. I did not know this was done. 

The letters inclosed you had better deliver to the parties and arrange with 
them for necessary information. 

Also send me your Chinese name and address in Cantonese dialect and also 
in Amoy dialect that I will have cards printed here to give to the men. This 
will enable them to call on you. 

Any suggestions as to system you can make will be gratefully received. I want 
an organization that improves each day and then show it to Ballantine as a 
proof of what I mean. Not words. So point each failing you see. 

I trust these men get through and I will anxiously wait your wire. 

There are five more whose papers are in Canton and five or six go to-night 
I go up to Canton Thursday night to see them through. 

After these that go to-night we raise the price. Mr. Hang On and I will 
talk this over to-night and agree upon a figure and then I will advise you. I 
think a raise of $30 should be made. I find the consulate here is commencing 
to issue a few for each steamer and at a cheap price. I think six months will 
set us in control of Canton. Good words are fiying around. They told one 
of my men in Canton that I had ten landed from Amoy before I knew it 
They had received a wire in Canton. I will find out about it when I go up. 

I am sorry we don't make more out of it, but it will come later on. 

I may add another letter before I post this one. Best regards. 
Yours, very sincerely, 

Chas. B. Richardson. 
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September 28, 1903. 

My Deab Mb. Milleb : To say I was glad to get yours of September 22 is to 
put it mildly. 

The advice I could get here from the lawyers was of no value. 

On receipt of same I at once wired Li that everything was safe and to tell the 
interested parties to maintain silence, do nothing, and wait my letter. 

The facts in your letter give me the groundwork and I fear nobody. 

Bally left Friday for Amoy on the Haiching. On Thursday night he received 
a wire from Mrs. B. as follows: "Lonesome. Afraid of Chinamen." I am 
simply disgusted with Ballantine. He is crazy. He is tied to his wife's apron 
strings. He has no mind of his own. His last words were that by to^ay or 
to-morrow we would all be in Jail. I could not talk or reason with him. At first 
I got him to look calmly, then afterwards he went simply loony. He nearly 
conunitted suicide. For my part everything he does seems to be wrong. He 
can not maintain his power, either, with friends, and he causes many enemies. 
? ? ? ? told Ballantine that he got everything from his enemies. He says H. 
Johnson won't protect him, and Mrs. Ballantine wrote him she hated Johnson. 
He says (?) that the Amoy business is finished. That is no way to do. 

I am going to try to get him to go to (?????). Take the Frisco and Honolulu 
business and leave you and I the Philippine business. I really didn't want to 
be much longer associated with him if he continues the way he does now. I 
most certainly object to Mrs. Ballantine interfering with the business, and when 
I go to Amoy and they still wish to stay there I will tell her so. Anywaya, 
socially I think it will be very hard for her now. 

I want you to side with me, now, in the change I am going to make in Amoy. 
They will cover up our operations there. I live too brazen now. 

Again, I expect Johnson will refuse to vls6 hereafter. He so told Mrs. B. 
Now, according to law. Hill's treaty, I believe l)e must visC*. I wish you would 
get opinion from your lawyer regarding this point I want this when I go to 
Amoy and have a (?) visit with Johnson. If he must vis6 when ?????? 
I will tell him if he does not I will bring a lawyer from Manila to properly 
enter my protests. Of course all legal expenses (???) form (???) Joint account 

Here it would be hard for my (????) to locate the business. 

I told Ballantine I own the office things of the business and would act' as I 
choose. 

Mr. Hang On told me that two (?) men have Just passed the Canton consu- 
late on the fact that they were bom at Manila. This may not be correct. He 
said some of them at first were going with him. At least they have not mer- 
chants' ( ?) certificates. He says they were born In China. Now. If they go to 
Manila I wish you would get them held up. Have the Interpreter ask each 
what district and village is their father's ancestral village. If they answer 
this question truthfully then it Is easy to find out the truth, for every birth is 
registered in the village Joss house — when born, by what mother, etc. Get 
the custom-house to hold up these parties and let the witnesses swear in Manila 
that he was bom there. Then let them either send a detective or have McWade 
to write the magistrate of the district to find out about these parties. If you 
have a better way to do It, by upsetting this new wrinkle It will be good for 
us. The proof of such a matter Is easy to obtain. It Is the foundation of 
Chinese birth. Try and fix it if you can. 

I will go to Canton to-night and will try and find out about it. When I get 
your next letter I will go to Amoy. I can not abandon the Canton business so 
quickly. 

There is no stain attached to Herzberg. Had Ballantine been a business 
man he would have found this stealing out the moment it hapi)eiie<l. I do not 
speak icely (?) when I make this accusation. 

You may rest assured that I will hold strictly to your letter. 

Herzberg is here, and I am holding him pending all Issues. 

If to-day passes without trouble then all Is well. 

Thanking you for your good letter. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richardson. 

P. S. — I really don't propose to have a silly woman managing our Amoy office. 
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Septiicbeb 29, 1903. 

My Deab Bally : Nothing new since Sunday except in reply to my letter the 
lawyer in Manila sent a wire : " Eteny knowledge first contract" 

On receipt of this I thought it again best to warn you re silence. Now, until 
further letter comes from Miller, don't breathe a word about that first contract, 
especially that I know anything about it 

When I get the lawyer's or Miller's letter of instruction I will wire its vital 
points and send you a copy of same. 

Have you the copy book for letters or has that been stolen too? Let me know 
as to this nt once. If it has been stolen, wire me, as I must wire that to Miller. 
I hope to goodness that this is not stolen. I think you had better take it home 
and put it under lock and key. 

Five men go to Canton to-night to pass. There is another batch ready to go 
in a few days more. 

Yours, sincerely, Chas. E. Richardson. 



OCTOBEB 1, 1903. 

My Dear Mr. Miller : I am some worried that I did not get a wire yesterday 
that the five on Yuen Sang were landed. However, as you still don't tell me to 
stop sending, I consider all is O. K., and especially if they were rejected I 
would have a wire already; but what I do fear is this: That Shuster is held 
them up pending an investigation. I fear he will try and prove their statements. 

There is nothing new here. I am waiting your letter. Inclosed copy of 
letter from Ballantine which sheds some light in the matter. 

I wait information from you before going to Amoy. I wish to know fully re 
matter first 

I go to Canton to-night but will come back on the same boat Have some 
business to attend to close (?) and some men passing consul. If they are going 
to be refused, tlien I don*t want to send any more to Canton, as each case 
means a cash payment by me of $72.50. Then the steamer fare besides. 

Two days ago my wife received a hysterical letter from Mrs. B. She wanted 
to get my wife to dictate to me what to do in the matter. She wound up this 
letter by saying that : " She wished she had all the say for five minutes." Never 
in all my days have I been as mad, and my wife is greatly provoked. She 
loses her husband and wishes to dictate to me. I have seen this for some time, 
and it has now (???) come (?). I did not calculate to have a woman my part- 
ner, and a foolish one to boot. 

In fact, all our trouble came from her. It is now no doubt that Lucassen was 
at the bottom of the whole affair. How quickly I recognized the danger of 
Lucassen at that time. Had not B. been so crazy foolish about his wife, he 
would not have rowed with Lucassen. I bitterly feel her foolishness. 

Then, in tluit contract — why did they not burn it when I told them to? B. is 
a child in business, and I refuse to trust him longer. 

When I go to Amoy I will get up all the accounts and send you. I intend to 
withdraw all my money from B.'s hands. Also I wish to say that If you leave 
your deposits in B.'s hands I refuse to become responsible for it When I make 
up the accounts I will wire you what the balance due you Is, and then I wish 
you would write Ballantine a letter saying that on account of the troubles had 
that you do not care to have this money in Amoy, but to send it at once to me. I 
will deposit this to the credit of a new account Tell him you have written me 
also, and I will write him to at once send me draft You can tell him it amounts 
to around such and such a figure, but I will cable you privately from Amoy the 
amount due you. I do this for my own protection. I can not trust any man 
whose wife runs him. 

I have written Mr. Li that I refuse to write to B. fully until I know he does 
not show my letters to his wife and is capable of running the business. 

I told Li until I got to Amoy I would write to him what 1 want done, and to 
B. I will only write nothings. 

I liad a letter from Li and he wants me to go to Amoy at once, but how can 
I until I know how things are? If B. was a man of sense and standing all would 
be well, but we are both tied to a fool woman. Now. it is rash for me to make 
such remarks about women and to feel provoked, but I would not do so unless 
1 had (??) provocation (?). 

I am going to change the system entirely in Amoy, and Li, you bet will be 
the only one who knows how It is all done. I shall tell B. part hut not all. The 
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money will not be collected by B., and the collector of same must give me bonds. 
My share will be deposited in my name* yours in your name, and B. will be 
handed his. In fact I am going to put it all like I have it here. 

So long as Mrs. B. is there interfering, this long will I refuse my confidence 
to B. 

I would greatly like to see you and show you some letters. Then you would 
feel like I do. B. and Mrs. B. set their opinion above those who have had long 
experience. She will always make enemies, and by her foolishness you and«I 
to-day suffer. But she does not see that, but goes on trying to make more 
enemies. 

I am going to try to get B. to go to Frisco ( ?) . I told Hang On, but Hang On 
said he won't trust B., and would not send him men. But if I can work it I 
know Hang On would do it for my sake. 

I sincerely trust that you are perfectly secure and that the custom-house 
people will not frown down on you. I also hope to get a wire from you re 
the 5 on Yuen Sang, Best regards. 

Veiy truly, yours, Chas. E. Richardson. 



W. D. Ballantine, being first duly sworn, deposes and says : 

That he is a citizen of the United States, and from September, 1901, to De- 
cember. 1902, resided in the Philippine Islands, and from January to May, 1903, 
and from August to October, 1903, resided in Amoy, China. That on or about 
December 1, 1902, he formed a partnership with one William Tracy Page and 
one George LeDuc, in the city of Manila, P. I., for the purpose of doing general 
Chinese brokerage; that pursuant thereto he, the said Ballantine, went to 
Amoy, China, and there worked, in connection with the Chinese firm of Choo Ho, 
for the procuring of merchants' certificates, issued by the taotai and visaed by 
the United States consul, for Chinese applicants who represented themselves as 
merchants, in order to land said Chinese applicants in the Philippine Islands, 
and that a charge of $250 Mexican was to be made for eccb Chinese person landed 
in the Philippine Islands; that most of the bearers of such certificates were 
duly landed, according to cabled information received from the aforesaid Wil- 
liam Tracy Page and George LeDuc by the said Ballantine. 

That the partnership between the deponent, Ballantine. Page and LeDuc 
was never formally dissolved, but after May, 1903, there was no business 
transacted between the aforementioned throe. 

That said Ballantine had no intention of paying consular officials anything, 
but when he first entered into business with said Page and said LeDuc in 
January, 1903, after procuring about three certificates, one Carl Johnson, then 
marshal of the United States consulate in Amoy, asked said Ballantine " What 
is there in it for me? " That in reply said Ballantine agreed to pay to said 
Johnson a certain amount of money to procure the vlsoing of said certificates. 
That during the month of March, 1903, said Ballantine paid said Carl Johnson 
one sum of $300 Mexican airrency, and on May 1, 1903, another sura of $1,500 
Mexican currency. 

That on the return of said Ballantine to Amoy in August, a partnership was 
formed between him and one John T. Miller, of Manila, P. I., for the procuring 
of merchants' certificates issued by the taotai and vis^^ed by the United States 
consul for Chinese applicants who represented themselves as moreharits in 
order to land the said Chinese applicants in the Philippine Islands, and that 
a charge of $400 Mexican currency was to be made for each Chinese person 
landed in the Philippine Islands. That previous to this time the deponent, 
Ballantine, had entered into a similar verbal agreement with one Charles E. 
Richardson, of Hongkong. 

That a contract was drawn up and signed by the deponent Ballantine and 
said John T. Miller in Amoy, but that said Chas. E. Richardson refused to 
ratify said contract. That 24 certificates, more or less, were issued to Chinese 
persons and visM by said Carl Johnson, then become acting consul for the 
United States in Amoy, and that 13 of said Chinese persons were landed In 
Manila. 

That one Herzberg was clerk to the partnership in Amoy. 

That when certificate bearers left Amoy their names and name of steamers 
were wired to said Miller in Manila. When said Chinese persons landed said 
Miller cabled the fact to the deponent Ballantine in Amoy. 
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That 8a id deponent Ballantine makes this deposition freely and Yolnntarily 
and under no compulsion of any kind. 

W. D. Baliaivtins. 

SubHCTiljpd and sworn to before me this 5th day of November, 1903. In 
witncHH wliereof I have hereto subscribed my name with official title and have 
affixed the seal of the office of the United States Consulate-General at Hong- 
kong the day and year as above written. 

Edw. S. Braog, 
Consul-General of the United States of America. 

Consulate-Genebal of the United States, Hongkong. 
I, tidward S. Bragg, consul-general of the United States for the colony of 
Hongkong, do hereby certify that Donald Piper, whose name is subscribed to the 
annexed instrument as notary public, is a notary public in and for the colony of 
Hongkong, and is duly qualified and acting as such ; that I am well acquainted 
with the handwriting of said Donald Piper, and that his signature to the said 
instrument is genuine. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal 
this 6th day of November, 1903. 

Edw. S. Bbagg, 
United States Consul-Oeneral of the 

United States of America at Hongkong, 

To all to whom thcne presents shall come: 

I, Donald Piper, notary public, duly authorized, admitted, and sworn, residing 
and practicing at Victoria, in the island and British colony of Hongkong, do 
hereby certify that I was present oh the 5th day of November instant, at Vic- 
toria, aforesaid, and did then and there see Charles Edward Richardson, the 
person named in the annexed statutory declaration, duly sign and declare that 
said statutory declaration before me, and that the name or signature, "Chas. 
E. Richardson," thereto subscribed is of the proper handwriting of the declar- 
ant, the said Charles Edward Richardson, and that the name or signature 
" Donald IMi)er," subscribed thereto as the notary public before whom the said 
statutory de<laration was made is of the proi)er handwriting of me, the said 
notary. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
seal of office this 5th day of November, 1903. 

Donald Piper, 
Notary PuWc, Hongkong, 



I, Charles Edward Richardson, of 15 Queens Road Central, Victoria, in the 
colony of Hongkong, merchant, do soleinly and sincerely declare and say as 
follows : 

1. I am an American citizen and have resided at Victoria, aforesaid, for the 
last six years or thereabouts. 

2. During tlie month of August, 1903, I entered into an agreement by means 
of certain letters and corresiwndence with one William Darling Ballantine, of 
Amoy, in the Empire of China, and one John Thompson Miller, of Manila, In the 
Philippine Islands, but the said partnership was to be carried on under no 
specific name. 

3. The object for which the partnership was formed was to procure from the 
Chinese autliorities certificates for Chinese for the purpose of landing the said 
Chinese i)ersons in the Philippine Islands, and also to get the signature of such 
Chinese authorities as aforesaid vis(?ed by the American consular authorities In 
Canton and Amoy. 

4. On or about the 2d of September, 1903 the said John Thompson Miller 
handed to me in Hongkong for my signature a contract already signed by the 
said William Darling Ballantine and by the said John Thompson Miller, but 
this document I refused to sign or to become a party to, and thereupon burnt it. 

5. On or al>out that time I wrote to the said William Darling Ballantine 
instructing him to destroy the copy of the old contract which I understood was 
In his possession. 

6. This said contract contained all the terms, objections, and conditions for 
which the above-mentioned partnership was formed. 
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7. Toward the end of May, and during the month of June, 1903, I had 
occasion to make, for the purposes of my business, several Journeys to Canton ; 
none of the said journeys being solely on this specific business. 

8. On several of these occasions I had interviews with Robert M. McWade, 
the consul-general at Canton for the United States of America, r^arding the 
price of his visaing the signatures of the Chinese authorities to such certifi- 
cates as aforesaid. 

9. No definite decision in regard to the price was arrived at between myself 
and the said Robert M. McWade on any such occasion, but it was ultimately 
decided between the said Robert M. McWade and myself that I was to fix 
the price with his clerk, a man called A. M. P. da Silva, an employee in the 
American consulate at Canton. 

10. I was at that time aware that other persons and firms were sending about 
fifteen to twenty Chinese persons per week to the Philippine Islands and having 
them landed there, the charge per head being $250 to $280. 

11. When I spoke on the subject to the said A. M. P. da Silva, according to 
Mr. McWade*s instructions, he (da Silva) named the sum of $150 per head as 
the price for visaing such certificates by the American authorities at Canton. 

12. During the month of August I again visited Canton and met the said 
A. M. P. da Silva, and I then told him that the highest sum I could pay for 
each Chinese person landed in Manila would be $40 per head (Hongkong cur- 
rency). This, I explained to him, was more than either I or the said William 
Darling Ballantine or the said John Thompson Miller would make out of the 
business. 

13. The said Robert M. McWade was at that time staying in the Portuguese 
colony of Macao on a visit, and In consequence of this I went to Macao and 
saw Mr. McWade and explained to him the arrangement which I had made with 
Mr. da Silva. To this Mr. McWade raised no objection. 

14. Toward the end of August, 1903, about six applicants obtained papers 
enabling them to land In Manila. These pai>er8 were received from the hoppo, 
a Chinese official at Canton, and were, in due course, vlsM by the American con- 
sular authorities In Canton, and all these applicants sailed by the steamship 
Kaifong In the month of September for Manila, and to the best of my knowledge, 
information, and belief were duly landed in Manila. 

15. I re<*eived the above information by a cablegram dispatched from Manila 
by the said John Thompson Miller. Sometime after the receipt of the cable- 
gram I journeyed to Canton on the 1st October, 1903, and on the following day, 
at about 8.30 a. m., I saw the said A. M. P. Da Silva In his room at the Vic- 
toria Hotel, Shameen, Canton, and then and there paid him the sum of $240 
Hongkong currency. 

And I make this solemn declaration c-ousclentioiisly believing the same to 
be true and by virtue of the statutory declarations act, 1835. 

Chas. E. Richardson. 

Declared by the declarant, Charles Edward Richardson, at Victoria, in the 
colony of Hongkong, this nth day of November, 1903. Before me. 

DoiNALi) PrPER. Xotary Puhlic, Uotigkong. 



Department of Justice of the Philippine Islands, 

Office of the Attorney-General. 

Manila, December 4, 190S, 
The Civil Governor, Manila, P. I. 

Sir: In accordance with your verbal Instructions. I have the honor to quote 
below such extracts from the letters and papers, now In this office, relating to 
the bringing of Chinese laborers from Canton and Amoy to Manila by means 
of false c*ertlflcates, as refer to United States Consul McWade, of Canton. Most 
of these letters and pai>ers were delivered to the Government by Charles E. 
Richardson, a witness for the Government in the cases against John T. Miller 
and W. D. Ballantine. 

Press copy of letter dated June 24, 1903, signed *' C. H. S." (Charles E. Rich- 
ardson) and addressed to "Dear Dr. Johnson." (United States vice-consul, 
Amoy) : ** If you wish you can do the following. It Is done In Canton. The 
applicant Is brought to the consul, who examines him and if satisfied gives him 
a small slip with his name on same, and then he goes and gets his passport 
and It Is visaed.** 
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Press copy of letter dated July 1, 1903, signed " Chas. E. Richardson " and 
addressed to "Dear Dr. Johnson" (United States vice-consul, Amoy) : I have 
received a letter from Page stating that sixteen out of the nineteen detained 
men he has got ashore I know you will he pleased to know this, as from yonr 
letter you thought the matter reflected on the consulate. When I go to Amoy 
I can tell you some funny things ahout Canon. Talk about care, th^ simply 
use none. Were they one part as cautious as you I would be pleased." 

Press copy of letter dated July 17, 1903, signed " Chas, B. R." (Richardson) 
and addressed to "My dear Bally" (W. D. Ballantine). "When you go to 
Amoy all will be well I am sure. ♦ ♦ ♦ Say you stay there a short time and 
post Herzberg and then we will get into Canton strongly. McWade and I have 
this big deal together. Will explain when you come." 

Press copy of letter dated July 27, 1903, signed " Chas. B. Richardson " and 
addressed to "Hon. R. M. McWade, United States consul-general" (marked 
"Private"): "Saturday night I received a letter from Manila which says 
there is a great row on there re the Chinese who have gone from Canton to 
Manila. There is now in Canton a secret service man who is verifying the 
statements set forth in the certificates issued by your office. There is also one 
in Amoy, but he has raised no question, as the facts in cases of ours were 
always arranged by us with an eye to an investigation. Besides this I asked 
Doctor Johnson (United States vice-consul) to be more careful, and if any he had 
the slightest doubts that their statements were lies, to turn them down, which he 
has done. Ilowever, the crude way in which the business was solicited here, by 
sending out runners to different shops, asking If they had coolies or otherwise 
to go, bus come to the ears of the detectives of secret service here and reports 
were sent in. These parties, coolies, etc., went through your office. I am given 
to understand that they have in detention some of those who have had Canton 
certificates and they are holding them pending the securing of further infor- 
mation. The chief of the immigration department and one of the detectives 
(customs) are watched In Manila and will be arrested, and the party who I 
do my business with Is also in trouble. He was not supi>osed to concern him- 
self with these Canton cases, but he did It behind my back, and now appeals to 
me for help which I can not extend. Mr. Ballantine has returned here and 
he was at once approached by a Manila secret service man, a friend of his, who 
verified the facts and even went deeper. Tlie secret service watched him clear 
to 'Frisco, but as the Amoy business was completely done, they could find out 
nothing and did nothing. The secret service fellow told Ballantine everything 
he did at each port and In *Frlsco. lie did this to show how much was known 
about his progress, even to buying clothing, ties, etc. I fear some questions may 
be raised with Mr. Da Sllva, and so I write this to ask you to take It for what it 
Is worth. I regret greatly that you could not see fit to decline to vis6 all cer- 
tificates not ours, as this would have enabled us to take the blame, and not only 
that, but we could have organized the business so that It would show a true face. 
As It Is now, I understand It does not Of course I do not know If all these facts 
true, but feel compelled to write them to you for what they are worth. Thanks 
for past favors." 

Postscript at the end of above letter : " I think It might be well for you to stop 
vls^ for awhile and If you feel like It arrange In the future with me, which 
win be of umtual benefit, for the price I will charge will keep out all but 
desirable ones. At present they charge but $125 and expenses. Any Chinese 
can afford tills." 

Press copy of letter dated August 12, 1903, signed " Chas. B. Richardson " 
and addressed to "My dear Bally" (W. D. Ballantine) : "Will go to Canton 
in next few days. Have several new Ideas In my mind re that end." 

Press copy of letter dated August 17, 1903, signed "Chas. B. Richardson" 
and addressed to " My dear Bally " ( W. D. Ballantine) : " On Thursday I went 
to Canton and found McWade had come down here and was to see me. He was 
to go to Macao, and so I went from Canton there and met him. We had a long 
satisfactoiy talk extending over three hours. He had just returned from 
Kwang SI, where he had seen the viceroy. lie told me that for the present he 
did not think It possible to control the passi)orts, but If we wanted to send 
Chinese, to do so. His fee Is $50. Now, we should be able to get the price of 
$280, as charged here. The fees In connection with this are hoppo (Chinese 
official), $50; consul, $50; and fare to Manila, $20. Leaving $1G0 to divide 
among three of us." 

Press copy of letter dated August 21, 1903, signed "Chas. E. Richardson" 
and addressed to "My dear Mr. LeDuc" (George LeDuc, of Manila) : "Mo- 
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Wade got scared when I told bim a detective was sent to Canton. I found the 
man goes by tbe name of Casey. Now there are few (Chinese) going down (to 
Manila), and I think the business will grow less. I may, if things get bad, 
write to McDonald" (an employee in the Manila custom-house). 

Press copy of letter dated August 27, 1903, signed "Chas. E. Richardson" 
and addressed to "My dear Bally" (W. D. Ballantine) : " I go to Canton to- 
night to arrange their passports (passports for Chinese). Will then close 
everything definitely. Thus I wish to advise with Miller (John T. Miller) 
about it, and he must be in Manila when they get there. I expect to cut out 
all others here, and have lowered the price to $220. I will cut down McWade 
also. Then when I show him that it is best to only deal with us and get him 
to refuse to vis6 the others, and also try to close a deal with the two Chinese 
who do the hoppo*s (Chinese official's) business now." 

Press copy of letter dated September 10, 1903, signed " Chas. E. Richardson " 
and addressed to "My dear Miller" (Jolm T. Miller) : "Ballantine and his 
wife went with me to Canton yesterday. Had five more men for Canton. 
Passed them through the consulate. The first six I tried to get tbe papers for 
to go on the " Sung Kiang," but they are so busy they could not furnish them. 
Just as soon as received will send them forward. Shuster (collector of customs, 
Manila) has sent a new ruling to McWade. He wants McWade to send him a 
copy of the testimony offered there, and then if any difference in Manila they 
will be shut out On all the present men no testimony will be sent, but you 
may be sure the testimony will be substantially tbe same." 

Press copy of a letter dated September 14, 1903, signed " Chas. E. Richardson " 
and addressed to "My dear Mr. Miller" (Jolm T. Miller): "Canton men. 
Yesterday I received the first six papers. This morning running an instruction 
school (for Chinese going to Manila with tbe six certificates). Again to-night 
Will find out particulars this evening. My form is not proper, and will change 
it when you use them up. Went to get their tickets on " Kaifong," but they 
told me that they could not tell me how many I could get until to-morrow, as 
their Amoy firm had reserved some tickets. I suppose our men. But I will 
wire you when they go to the steamer. I think I will get tbe forms printed 
covering their entire story. This will be a check on them as well." 

Press copy of letter dated September 15, 1903, signed " Chas. E. Richardson " 
and addressed to " My dear Mr. Li " (Li Ung Bing, secretary United States con- 
sulate, Amoy) : " Every day I have men here and from country wanting to go. 
It takes me much longer to get the pai)ers in Canton than Amoy, as McWade only 
attends to them when not busy. I am going to try to get the right to make 
them out myself. McWade is very jealous of his prerogatives, and it is a case of 
kid gloves every time. I have no turn downs though. As I told Doctor Johnson 
(Carl Johnson, United States vice-consul, Amoy), he claims that he can not go 
ba<* on the hoppo's (Chinese oflicial's) dispatch, and thus vis^ each one. I 
think you had better keep this letter to yourself, and when I see you I can tell 
you many things. Miller (John T. Miller) says everything is serene in Manila." 

Press copy of letter dated September 25, 1903, signed " Chas. E. Richardson," 
and addressed to "My dear Miller" (John T. Miller) : "There are four men 
passed the consul at Canton, and I have some more here who will go in a few 
d&jB to Canton (to get their certificates). Canton is going to be better than 
Amoy." 

There is also in this office a duplicate original of the declaration made by 
Chas. E. Richardson on November 5 at Hongkong. I have not quoted from this 
declaration, as Mr. Shuster has taken the other duplicate original to the United 
States for the information of the proper Department in Washington. 
Very respectfully, 

W. L. GOLDSBOROUGH, 

Assistant Attomey-Oeneral, 



Depabtment of Justice of the Philippine Islands, 

Office of the Attobney-Genebal, 

Manila^ December 5, 190S. 
The Civil (Sovebnob, 

Manila, P. I. 

Bib: In accordance with your verbal instructions I have the honor to quote 

below such extracts from the letters and papers now in this office, relating to 

the bringing of Chinese laborers from Canton and Amoy to Manila by means of 

ftdse certificates as refer to United States Vice-Consul Carl Johnson, of Amoy. 
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Most of these letters and papers were delivered to the Government hy Charles 
B. Richardson, a witness for the Government in the cases against John T. Miller 
and W. D. Ballantine. 

Original letter dated June 23. 1903. signed " Wm. Tracy Page" (of ManUa), 
and addressed to " My dear Richardson " (Charles E. Richardson) : " I had 
letter from Mr. Tang (of Amoy) telling me about the consul (at Amoy). That 
was a funny thing for Johnson to do. after he had made such a good thing out 
of it all before. Maybe he is satisfied with what he has already received. I 
hope you have been able to fix it up with him before this and that some men 
(Chinese) will soon be coming over. Where did they all get their certificates? 
A great many of them have gone back, however, for not knowing how to stand 
the examination and cross-questioning." 

Press copy of letter dated June 24, 1903, signed " O. H. S." (Chas. B. Richard- 
son) and addressed to "Dear Doctor Johnson" (United States vice-consul, 
Amoy). See page — . 

Press copy of letter dated July 1. 19a3. signed " Chas. E. Richardson " and 
addressed to "Dear Doctor Johnson" (United States vice-consul, Amoy). See 
page 5. 

Press copy of letter dated July 8, 1903. signed " Chas. E. Richardson " and 
addressed to "Dear Doctor Johnson" (United States vice-consul, Amoy): 
" Page (W. T. Page, of Manila) writes that J. T. Miller is going to Amoy. In 
fact he may get there before this. He has arrived in Hongkong, but I can't 
find him at any hotel. Miller has arranged with one Ong Lang in Amoy, but 
he has stated that he has arranged with you and the taotai. Of course I don't 
believe this." 

Press copy of letter dated July 15, 1903, signed " Chas. E. Richardson " and 
addressed to "My dear Page" (W. T. Page, of Manila) : "To Johnson I wrote 
and said that I thought he would find it to his interest to stay by Ballantine 
(W. D. Ballantine) and myself. In fact, made it plain to him that he would 
cause himself trouble if he did not." 

Press copy of letter dated July 27, 1903, signed " Chas. E. Richardson " and 
addressed to " Hon. R. M. McWade, U. S. Consul-General." (Marked " private "). 

Original letter dated August 3, 1903, signed "Ballantine" (W. D. Ballan- 
tine) and addressed to "My dear Mr. Richardson" (Chas. E. Richardson): 
"At 10 o'clock this morning I went to see Johnson (United States vice-consul, 
Amoy). He was very friendly: my wife and myself go up to tea there this 
afternoon. Johnson told me everything, and is scared to death of the whole 
business. Told me Page and I^ Due sent a detective friend up here to see 
what I had done with all the money. This was before Page came up. I 
wish I had known this before. They must have been terribly disappointed 
to find I was straight. Johnson said * Don't have a row with Miller, he Is a 
strong man, and can cause trouble.' ♦ ♦ ♦ Johnson told Miller everything 
he knew. Now this may seem strange, but I have carefully considered it from 
every point. We must go in with Miller on equal shares." 

I»ress copy of letter dated August 4. 1908, signed '* Chas. E. Richardson" and 
addressed to "My dear Bally" (W. D. Ballantine). "I fear you have not 
considered how we are to get our money. ♦ ♦ ♦ Miller (John T. Miller) 
has no money and you are hot in a position to pay. and thus it would all come 
on nie if we did not receive our money. I would have to pay the taotai, Li 
(Li Ung Ring, secretary United States consulate, Amoy) and Doctor Johnson. 
♦ ♦ ♦ Tell Miller I simply Insist that this business be done in a proper 
financial way. I have no faith in Amoy men. They have a bad name here. 
I would advise you to consult with Li. He can better advise you than anyone 
else. Two hundred men at $400 each is $80,000. The minute these passports 
are issue<l you and I are responsible to the taotai for $9,000. Li $10,000, Johnson 
$10,000." 

Original letter dated August 9, 1903, signed " W. D. Ballantine" and ad- 
dressed to "My dear Mr. Richardson" (Chas. E. Richardson): "Everything 
Is all right here (at Amoy). We are all ready for work. We sent the first 
man to Manila yesterday. ♦ ♦ ♦ Now the cost of the passport is: The 
consul. $r)0; taotai, $45; Li, is it $20 or $;iO, let me know; Tan, $5; Chang, $5." 

Original letter dated August 13, 1903. signed "Ballantine" (W. D. Ballan- 
tine) and addressed to " My dear Mr. Richardson " (Chas. E. Richardson) : " The 
taotai, Li, Johnson, Miller, and the whole business is all right, and we are soon 
to be making money." 

Original letter dated August 16, 1903, signed " Bally " ( W. D. Ballantine) and 
addressed to " My dear Mr. Richardson " (Chas. E. Richardson) : " He (a 
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Chinaman sent from Amoy to Manila) gave ns a note on a good Chinese bank 
for $400. Of this we pay $45 taotal, $50 Johnson, $50 LI. $5 Tang. ♦ ♦ ♦ 
The rest, $250, is divided into three parts, Miller, yourself, and myself." 

Original agreement dated August 22, 1903, between " Chas. E. Richardson & 
Co.," of Amoy, party of the first part, and John T. Miller & Co., of Manila, party 
of the second part," ft>rmed " for the purpose of issuing Chinese merchants* pass- 
ports to Chinese merchants from the provinces of Amoy, China, that they may 
proceed to the Philippine Islands." Said agreement Is signed *" John T. Mlller» 
for party of the second part ; W. D. Ballantlne for party of the first part" The 
third and fourth paragraphs of this agreement are as follows : ** Third : That a 
charge of four hundred dollars ($400.00) Mexican currency shall be made for 
each merchant's passport, unless a different price Is mutually agreed to by the 
contracting parties. Fourth : That the necessary expense of the office, such as 
office rent, servant hire, pens, Ink, paper, etc., and expenses for entertainment, 
shall be taken out of the profits of the firm, and besides this, for each certificate 
made there shall be deducted from the profits of the firm, forty-five ($45.00) dol- 
lars Mexican currency for the taotal; fifty dollars ($50.00) Mexican cur- 
rency for the U. S. consul ; fifty dollars ($50.00) Mexican currency for Mr. Li,, 
the secretary to the U. S. consul, and five dollars ($5.00) Mexican currency 
for Mr. Tang, interpreter, making In all one hundred and fifty dollars ($150.00) 
Mexican currency." 

Original letter dated September 3, 1903, signed " W. D. Ballantlne" and 
addressed to ** My dear Mr. Richardson " (Chas. B. Richardson) : ** I can handle 
Johnson (United States vice-consul, Amoy), much better when I have no other 
white man In the office. I can see this. I do not believe that he dinlikes you 
personally, but he does not want me to have any white witness in the office. For 
he dislikes Miller, too. and wanted to know every day as to when he Intended 
going. ♦ ♦ ♦ Johnson will pass most of the men (Chinamen going from 
Amoy to M^iuila) now I am sure. Of course, he will turn down a few — he has 
to In order to keep up appearances — and they will be men that would be turned 
down In Manila anyway, and if they are to be turned down we would rather 
have him do It than the customs In Manila." 

Press copy of a letter dated September 12, 1903, signed **Chas. E. Richard- 
son" and addressed to "My dear Bally," (W. D. Ballantlne) : "Had a letter 
from Miller (at Manila) this morning. He says In part that the ten (Chinese 
sent from Amoy to Manila) are landed, and he Is still out of jail. That the 
Chinese were greatly pleased. That he was going to telegraph you the money 
the next morning. That the detective business was a hoax. That only one 
they suspected, as he had rough hands. Suggests that they have $20 or $30 
in tlielr pockets. But I suppose he will advise re this. ♦ ♦ ♦ Tell Doctor 
Johnson If he will accept a watch with my respects and compliments, that I will 
be most happy In the matter. I want this to come from me as my present ; not 
from us both. You can tell him or not, as you choose." 

Original letter dated September 19, 1903, unsigned, and addressed to "My 
dear Mr. Richardson" (Charles E. Richardson), who says "that this letter was 
written by W. D. Ballantlne, who handed it to Richardson personally. Yesterday 
noon Johnson (United States vice-consul, Amoy) sent for me. I went. Johnson 
was busy. LI was there. LI said, * the secret-service man was here. He said to 
me ' I know all about you and Johnson and Miller and Richardson and Ballan- 
tlne, and I shall have you all put In Jail.' Johnson told me, ' The secret-service 
man has been here and tried to put me under oath not to say anything about It 
to you on the grounds that I am an American Government official. He told me 
he had a contract signed by you and Miller where I was to get so and so and 
the other fellow so and so.* (You know the contract.) I asked him whether he 
was a blackmailer or what he was. He was going right back to Manila and 
the whole thing would be In the papers there and that everything would be 
telegraphed to Washington, and that we would all be in jail, and he has espe- 
cially severe scores against LI for falsifying documents, etc. He said, * Don't 
tell Ballantlne, for I don't want him to get away and I don't want him to 
advise Richardson or Miller. I want to get them all.' * * * Glover (secret- 
serrlce agent of the Manila custom-house) also has four of the passports that 
I made out last year in Amoy, where he claims to have a case against Fessler, 
Le Due, Page, and myself." 

Press copy of letter dated September 22, 1903, signed " Charles E. Richardson " 
and addressed to "My dear Mr. LI" (LI Ung Blng) : "The more I look at 
matters the more I become eased in my mind. I think both yours and Doctor 
Johnson's positions unassailable. This Glover (secret-service agent, Manila 
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custom-house) was not commissioned by State Department, and they can not 
recognize same. Proofs will have to be given before trouble comes." 

Press copy of letter dated S^tember 22, 1903. signed " Bally " (W. D. Bal- 
lautine) and addressed to " My dear Miller " (John T. Miller) : " We have had 
a hell of a time in Amoy. You say you have not heard from me and I say I 
have not heard from you. Our letters have simply been stolen. ♦ ♦ ♦ When 
I arrived back in Amoy from Hongkong, I found a detective, Glover, who had 
a letter from Shuster, was operating there. ♦ ♦ ♦ Glover was so elated 
that he told all that he had done to Johnson and the same to me." 

Original letter bearing pencil memorandum in Charles E. Richardson's hand- 
writing, " Received September 25, 1903," signed " Li Ung Ring," and addressed 
to "My dear Mr. Richardson" (Charles B. Richardson) : "No doubt you will 
have known all about the present situation up here by the time this reaches 
you and can understand this letter. I shall be very gratified to you if you will 
copy this letter and send it at your earliest possible moment" The typewritten 
form of letter inclosed, and which was to be copied, signed, and sent by Rich- 
ardson in accordance with above request, is as follows : " Hongkong, September 
1, 1903. Mr. Li Ung Ring, Amoy. Dear Sir: It has been reported to me by 
my agents that you and Doctor Johnson have set up an arbitrary standard 
concerning Chinese applying for papers to go to Manila and that many of my 
men have been turned down. I am complaining to the consul about the matter, 
and would give you warning right here that if you want to be in the consular 
service of the United States you had better not offend a man who can make 
you a good deal of trouble." 

Press copy from Charles E. Richardson's letter book of telegram purporting 
to have been sent on September 26, 1903, addressed to ** Li Ung Ring," Amoy. 
** Letter from Miller says legal adviser says, " Safety everyone." Tell J. and 
interested parties wait my letter and keep silence. Do nothing. Wire receipt 
of this." 

Press copy of letter dated September 26, 1903, signed "Charles B. Richard- 
son" and addressed to "Dear Mr. Li" (Li Ung Ring). "Your undated letter 
with inclosures received. I wrote the letter as per copy inclosed and gave it to 
Mr. Ballantine to hand you. Now, all I ask is that you do not use this letter 
except in case of necessity. The best way is one of profound silence until the 
need to speak comes. Mr. Miller now has my letter, and if there was great dan- 
ger he would have cabled." 

Original letter dated Amoy, September 28, 1903, signed " W. D. Rallantine " 
and addressed to " My Dear Richardson " (Charles E. Richardson). " I arrived 
here Sunday morning. Found your telegram awaiting me. Many thanks. Saw 
Li and gave him your letter. Saw Johnson. He is all right ♦ ♦ ♦ John- 
son said all kinds of things, but I told him what we could do, and he thought 
better of it and will put in a good word for Fcssler. Fessler comes on the Boreas 
but 1 advise you not to see him." 

Original letter dated Amoy, September 29, 1903, signed " W. D. Rallantine " 
and addressed to " My dear Mr. Richardson " (Charles E. Richardson). " Have 
just had a long talk with Li. He showed me your letter to him. He told me 
that he could not show it to Doctor Johnson. You see, Doctor Johnson does 
not as yet believe that either Li or Tang have anything to do with the busi- 
ness. And it would not do for anyone of us to let him know the fact ♦ • • 
Johnson hates you and I think you would make a terrible mistake if you had 
anytlilng to do with him. ♦ ♦ ♦ Johnson has an idea that this whole affair 
is settled. If he thought it was not he would vis6 another passport So it is 
just as well to have him ignorant of the whole affair, unless it should come to an 
issue. Supi)ose nothing came of it As it is now he would tell Fessler nothing 
about it And if you will persist in trying to do business with Johnson he would 
tell Fessler to quit the whole outfit and there would be an end to the business. 
You must not talk to Johnson about this business. It is not policy. See what 
Li says when you come up here." 

There is also in this ofiice a duplicate original of the declaration made by 
Charles E. Richardson and a duplicate original of the declaration made by 
W. D. Ballantine, both on November 5, at Hongkong. I have not quoted from 
these declarations, as Mr. Shuster has taken the other duplicate originals to 
the United States for the information of the proper Departments in Washington. 
Very respectfully, 

W. L. Gk)LDSBOBOnGH, 

AsaUtant AUomey-Cfeneral, 
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Manila, December 10, 190S. 

Hon. W. li. GOLDBBOBOUOH, ' 

Assistant Attomey-Oenerah Manila, 
Mt Deab Sib: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter Inclosing 
extracts from lett^s and papers delivered by Charles E. Richardson with 
respect to the bringing of Chinese labor from Canton and Amoy to Manila by 
means of false certificates, which tends to implicate United States Vice-consul 
Carl Johnson, of Amoy. 

I beg that you will also submit to me any extracts from the correspondence 
which you have which tends to implicate Robert McWade, of Canton, in the 
same business. 

Sincerely, yours, , 

Civil Oovemor. 



Consular Service, United States of Amebica, 

Shanghai, December 3, 1903. 
Hon. W. H. Taft, 

Civil Oovemor, Manila, P. /. 
Sib: I beg to acknowledge receipt of your telegram of December 1, 1903. 
** Send minutes, hearing, and decision, Ballantine case, certified, for court 
here," and in reply beg to inclose herewith those documents which I suppose you 
require. Should there be anything further necessary please command me. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

S. P. Babchet, 
Vice-consul-General in Charge, 

[First indorsement.] 

Executive Bubeau, 
Manila, December 15, 1903, 
Respectfully referred to the assistant attorney-general for the Philippine 
Islands. Manila. 
Receipt hereof has been acknowledged. 

A. W. Febousson, 
Executive Secretary, 



Decembeb 15, 1903. 
Sib: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your communication of the 
3d instant, addressed to the civil governor, inclosing the documents requested 
in cablegram from this office dated December 1, reading as follows : '* Send 
minutes, hearing, and decision, Ballantine case, certified for court here." 
Kindly accept the thanks of this bureau for the same. 

With assurances of my distinguished consideration, I beg to subscribe myself. 
Your very obedient servant, 



Executive Secretary, 
Hon. S. P. Babchet, 

Vice-Consul in Charge, 

United States Consulate-Oeneral, Shanghai, 



Depabtment of Justice of the Philippine Islands, 

Office of Attobney-Qenebal, 

Manila, December 12, 1903, 
Hon. Wm. H. Taft, 

Civil Oovemor, Manila, P, I, 
Sib: In reply to your letter of the 10th instant requesting a submission to 
you of extracts from the correspondence which I have tending to implicate 
Robert McWade of Canton, in the business of bringing Chinese labor from China 
to Manila, I have the honor to inform you thta under date of December 1, I 
wrote you a letter containing such extracts. It appears that my said letter of 
December 4 has been retained in the office of the executive secretary. The 
clerks there promised this morning to send it in to you at once. 
Very respectfully, 

W. L. GOLDSBOBOUOH, 

Assistant Attomey-Oeneral, 
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Department of Justice of the Philippine Islands, 

Office of Attorney-General, 
Manila, P. /., February 8, 1904, 
The Civil Governor, Manila, P. /. 

Sir : lu compliance with your verbal direction, I have the honor to inclose to 
you herewith a copy of the decisions of Judge Crossfleld, of the court of customs 
appeals, in the case of the United States v. John T. Miller. The decision in the 
case of the United States v. W. D. Ballantine was similar. I have indicated 
in red ink the pages of the decision on which there are references to the United 
States consul (V ice-Consul Johnson) of Amoy. 

After all the proofs were in Judge Crossfleld states that the Government had 
proved an agreement on the part of the defendants to land Chinese laborers in 
the Philippines with merchants' certificates (see paragraph first of the findings), 
and had also proved that the Chinaman Sim Toh Uh was a laborer and that the 
certificate in his case was false and fraudulent in describing him as a merchant 
(see paragraph fifth of the findings), but that the court was not clear that the 
evidence was such as to charge the defendants with knowledge of the falsity 
of the Slui Toh Uh certificate. The attorneys for the Government and the 
defendants were thereupon given time within which to submit briefs upon this 
question of knowledge, and a copy of the Government's brief, in which the 
evidence is referred to at some length, is also inclosed. The pages of the brief 
on which references are made to Vice-Consul Johnson are indicated in red ink. 

An appeal has been taken from these decisions of the court of customs 
appeals to the supreme court of the islands, but it is not believed that the gov- 
ernment will be successful in obtaining a review of the decisions in the supreme 
court, for the reason that it is more than doubtful whether the government has 
the right to appeal from such a decision. 

The courts of fii*st instance having concurrent jurisdiction with the court of 
customs appeals in such cases, and the government having an appeal to the 
supreme court from an acquittal in the courts of first instance, similar infor- 
mations are about to be filed in the court of first instance against Messrs. 
Miller and Ballantine, based on the case of a Chinese laborer brought to the 
Philippine Islands from Canton. In these cases in the court of first instance, 
it is expected that testimony will be given involving the United States consul 
at Canton in much the same way as Vice-Consul Johnson of Amoy was Involved 
in the cases already tried. 
Very respectfully, 

W. L. Goldsborough, 
Assistant Attorney-General. 

United States of America. Philippine Islands, court of customs api>eals. 

United States, plaintiff, 1 

V, [case NcK fK>S. 

John T. Miller, defendant, j 

Decision. 

This case duly came on for trial and was tried upon complaint charging 
the defendant with knowingly uttering and publishing a false and fraudulent 
Chinese certificate of permission and identification, with intent to deceive and 
defraud the Government of the United States and the Philippine Islands, and 
to secure admission into the Philippine Islands of a Chinese iiereon not entitled 
by law to enter the same. 

W. L. Goldsborough appeared for the Government. 

Messrs. Moore & Hixon and C. H. Marple appeared for the defendant 

The evidence presented by the Government discloses that the defendant, as 
John T. Miller & Company, of Manila, Philippine Islands, and one W. D. 
Ballantine, for Charles E. Richardson & Company, of Amoy, China, entered 
into a contract of partnership (Government's Exhibit A) at Amoy, China, " for 
the puri>ose of issuing Chinese merchants' passports to Chinese merchants from 
the province of Amoy, China, that they might proceed to the Philippine Islands." 

The contract further goes on to state the terms of the partnership, and, 
among other things, states that a fee of $400 Mexican currency should be 
charged for each merchant's certificate; that $25 Mexican currency should be 
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paid to every Chinaman sent to the Philippine Islands who was refused landing 
there and returned to Anioy, and no charge was to be made for his certificate. 

The contract further provided as expenses for the partnership ** that a sum 
of $45 Mexican currency' should be paid for the ta<»tai. $5() Mexican currency 
for the United States consul, $5<J Mexican cun-ency for Mr. Li, secretary of 
the United States consul, and $5 Mexican currenc>- for Mr. Tang, the inter- 
preter;" $10 also was to be paid to any person who brought to the parties to 
the contract any Chinaman who could qualifj' as a merchant or a member of any 
class exempt from the operation of the Chinese exclusion laws. 

On the presentation of said contract to Mr. Klchanlson, of the stated firm of 
Charles E. Richardson & Company, he disapprove<l of it and destroyed the copy 
presented to him, and another contract was drawn (Government's Exhibit 1), 
containing practically the same provisions as tlie former, except that certificates 
for other exempt Chinese, as well as Chinese merchants, were to \ye procured, 
and that a lump sum of $140 Mexican currency for each certificate made was to 
be paid to ** sundry agreed on parties," instead of designating who they were, as 
in the former contract. This latter contract was signed by Charles E. Richard- 
son for Charles E. Richardson & Company, and liy the defendant as for John T. 
Miller &. (*ompauy. 

The offices of Charles E. Richardson & Company were at Ilonglvong. at Amoy, 
and Canton. China, and of John T. Miller & Company at Manila. V. I. 

Several letters written by the parties to the contract were iutroduce<i tending 
to show that the partnership was entered Into not only for the purpose of pro- 
curing the necessary certificates for ('liinese of the exempt class, with wliich 
they could come to the Philippine Islands, but also U> procure like certlfi(.'ates 
for Chinese who were not exempt fi*oni the or)eratinn of the Chinese exclusion 
laws. 

Charles R Richardson, one of the parties to the said agreement, was pre- 
sented as a witness by the Government, and he testified that, as he understood 
the matter, the money to be paid to the various i)ersons as mentioned In the first 
contract and as stated in a lump sum In the second contract was so to be paid 
to obtain and continue a monopoly to the parties to the said agreement of the 
preparation and issue of certificates to Chinese desirous of coming to the Philip- 
pine Islands; and that his understanding also was that certificates would be 
procured for Chinese to whom .the Chinese exclusion law applied, if they could 
apparently qualify, as well as for those to whom the laws did not apply, every- 
one alike to pay a fee of $400 Mexican currency for the certificate. 

The defendant, testifying in his own behalf, states that he had gone Into the 
agreement for the purpose of obtaining certificates for Chinese of the exempt 
clas.ses only: that he had no other understanding of the agreement: that as a 
matter of fact while he was at the Amoy office a large majority of the Chinese 
presenting themselves as merchants did not api)ear to be such and were refused 
the assistance of the firm to procure certificates with which they might come to 
the Philippine Islands. 

He also stated that various amounts of money had to be paid to the United 
States and Chinese officials in China before certificates could be obtained for 
merchants desirous of coming to the Philippine Islands ; that the arrangement 
for obtaining the certificates and paying the money, which was not the pre- 
scribed fees therefor, was for the purpose of obtaining a monopoly of the business 
of procuring certificates for merchants to W. D. Ballantine. 

The evidence further discloses that the defendant was to attend to the business 
at Manila, attending to the entry of certified Chinese, cabling the result to the 
office located at the place from whence the certificate came. 

Acting under the terms of the first agreement, a certificate (Exhibit D) was 
obtained at Amoy, China, for one Sin Toh Uh. a Chinaman who presented him- 
self, with a companion, at the Amoy office of Charles E. Richardson & Co., and 
declared himself to be a wholesale tea merchant, five years In business, and that 
the value of the business was $30,000, and otherwise qualified as a merchant 

Sin Toh Uh was presented as a witness by the Government, and his general 
appearance reasonably warranted the conclusion that he might belong to the 
better class of Chinese merchants. 

A. Herzberg, a witness presented by the Government, testified that he was 
employed in the office of Charles E. Richardson & Co., at Amoy, and filled out the 
certificate which was given to Sin Toh Uh. after having examined him, through 
his companion, and having found that he was a merchant, and obtalne<l the cer- 
tificate for him accordingly. 

H. Doc. 665, 59-1 6 
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With this certificate Sin Toh Uh proceeded to Manila, where he was enahled 
to enter tlie Pliilippine Islands as a merchant, exempt from the operation of the 
laws prohibiting the landing of Chinese. On the landing of Sin Toh Uh at 
Manila, the fee of $400 for obtaining the certificate was paid to the defendant, 
and defendant thereupon cabled Charles E. Richardson & Co., at Amoy. that Sin 
Toh Uh had landed. It afterwards developed that Sin Toh Uh was not a mer- 
chant, but was only a manager, at a fixed salary, of a mercantile business owned 
by his father in China. 

The father of Sin Toh Uh, called as a witne.ss, testified that his sou had 
manageil a mercantile business owne<l by him in Cliina for six or seven years, 
and that u|)on his, the father's, death, the business would go to the son. 

From this it api>eared that Sin Toh Uh was not a merchant and was not 
entitled to exemption in any way from the Chinese exclusion laws. Thereupon 
this action was prosecuted against the defendant for violation of a section of 
an act of Congress which was put in force in the Philippine Islands by act of 
Congress, approved April 20, 1902, which is as follows: 

'* That any i)erson who shall knowingly and falsely alter or substitute any 
name written in any certificate herein required, or forge such certificate, or 
knowingly utter any forge<l or fraudulent certificate, or falsely i)er8ouate any 
person other than the one to whom the certificate was issued, who shall falsely 
present such certificate, shall be deemed guilty of misdemeanor, and upon con- 
viction thereof shall i>e fine<l a sum not exceetling $1.0^)0 and imprisonment in 
a penitentiary for a term of not more than five years.*' 

The offense charged in this action is that the defendant knowingly uttered 
a fraudulent certificate. 

To convict under the charge stated it must appear, l)eyond a reasonable 
doubt, that the accused uttered tlie certificate in question, knowing it to be 
false. Such knowledge might be i)orsonal in the defendant or it might be pre- 
sumed to exist in him from circumstances in connection with the obtaining of 
the certificate, or from the knowletlge of those who were in the employ of the 
defendant or in any way under his direction. 

The witness Herzlwrg. who prepared the certificate for Sin Toh Uh. upon 
being examined closely as to his knowledge of the truth or falsity of the state- 
ments made l)y Sin Toh Uh. and entered in the certificate, testified : " I didn't 
quite believe lie was wliat he represented himself to be, but 1 put down exactly 
what he said. In my opinion I didn't think he was worth tliat much money, 
being so young a man." And afterwards added that he didn't know that the 
statements made in the certificate were not true until after he came to Manila. 

No other evidence of knowledge that the certificate oi>tained for Sin Toh Uh 
and whicli was uttered at Manila was false or fraudulent appears, except that 
given l\v Sin Toh Uh, who testified that the statements contained in the cer- 
tificate as to his being a niercliant were not true, though the statements as 
appearing in tlie certificate were just as made by him through nis companion 
to Horzl)erg, but tliis knowledge on the part of Sin Toh Uh was not ct)mmuni- 
catod to llcrzberg or any one else, so far as the evidence discloses. 

While it is probable that the companion of Sin Toh Uh had knowledge that 
Sin Toll Uh was not a niercliant. and wliile it is also possible that thi« com- 
I)anioii (»f Sin Toh Uh was in the employ of tlie defendant, there is no evidence 
to these effects. 

There is no evidence of si>eclfic knowledge in the defendant or of anyone 
with whose knowledge he would be charged. Knowletlge, then, in the defendant 
can only be presumed from circumstances connected with the transaction. 

If the defendant had entered into the business, as stated, of obtaining certifi- 
cates only for those C^hinameii who were within the class prohibited fix>m enter- 
ing the islands by the exclusion laws, then undoubtedly knowledge that the 
certificate In ciuestlon was false and fraudulent would be presumed to exist in 
him. i)ut having expressly engageil in the business of procuring certificates for 
Chinese who were l>y law entitled to them, even tliough growing out of that 
business certificates were obtained for Cliinamen not entitled to them, knowl- 
edge <Mtlier personal (>r i>resunied frtjui tlie kiiowlcHlge of others in his employ 
or under his direction of tlie falsity of any partiailnr <ertific:ite uttered must 
be shown beyond a reasonai)le doubt. 

The court therefore finds — 

First. That the defendant ent(»red into a written agreement at Amoy, China, 
and Hongkong, with Charles E. Richardson and W. D. Ballantine, as Charles 
E. Richardson & Co., to engage in the business of procuring merchants' cer- 
tificates in China for Chinese merchants desirous of coming to the Philippine 
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Islands, and that there was a verbal understauding l)etween the parties to the 
said agreement that such certificates as the law requires would be obtained for 
Chinese who were not of the classes exempt from the operation of the Chinese 
exclusion laws, and to charge for all certificates obtained the uniform fee of 
$400 Mexican cun-ency. 

Second. That the parties to said agreement secured a monopoly of the issue 
of all certificates for Chinamen c»oming to the Philippine Islands from Amoy, 
China, by the payment of certain simis of money to the United States and 
Chinese ofllcials in China, whose favorable action ui>ou the certificates issued 
was necessary so that Chinese persons entitled by law to enter the Philippine 
Islands were compelled to pay flOO Mexican currency to obtain the necessary 
certificate. 

Third. That while acting under the agreement and understanding hereinbe- 
fore stated, a certificate stami)ed by the tatoi at Amoy. China, and vis(»ed by 
the United States consul there, was obtained for one Sin Toh Uh, a Chinaman, 
as a wholesale tea merchant, and was delivered to Sin Toh Uh by Charles E. 
Richardson & Co. to enable him to enter the Philippine Islands. 

Fourth. That Sin Toh Uh proceeded to Manila, P. I., and presented the said 
certificate to the immigration officers there and entereil the island*?, and in that 
way the certificate was uttered at Manila, V. I., by the defendant. 

Fifth. That the certificate obtained and uttered as aforesaid was false In that 
Sin Toh Uh mentioned therein was not a merchant : and was fraudulent in that 
it procured entrance into the Philippine Islands for Sin Toh Uh while he was of 
the class which was prohibited to enter. 

Sixth. That there Is no evidence that, at the time of the uttering of the cer- 
tificate as hereinbefore stated, the defendant personally knew or had si)ecitic 
knowledge through others that the certificate uttered was false or fraudulent, 
and that there Is not sufficient evidence to establish, beyond a reasonable doubt, 
the presumption in any way of such knowledge In the defendant. 

I, therefore, find the defendant not guilty as alleged in the complaint. 



United States of America, Philippine Islands, In the court of customs api)eals. 

Unfted States, plaintiff, ] 

v. [f>08. 

John T. Miller, defendant.) 

Memorandum for the Qovernment oil the question of knowledge — Intent. 

1. The late. — Underbill on Criminal Evidence, page 110, section 89. " Evi- 
dence of other offenses to show specific Intention or guilty knowle<1ge. Another 
exception to the rule (forbidding the introduction of evidence of the commis- 
sion of other crimes) occurs when the intention of an act is material. Thus, 
suppose the question is. Was a given act either by the act^used or by some other 
person. Intentional or accidental? Here it Is relevant to prove that the person 
whose intention Is in question has performed acts of n precisely similar nature 
before. And if It be found that he has performed many such acts we have the 
best of grounds for drawing the conclusion that the act, In the present Instance, 
Is intentional and not accidental.^ Evidence of similar and Independent crimes 
(but not of those which are dissimilar) is often relevant to show the presence 
of some specific Intent. Thus, evidence of similar forgeries has been received 
to prove the Intent to defraud, which is essential in forgery,^ or of attempts at 
arson to prove that a burning was not the result of accident. So, when it is 
material to show that a given act was done with a fraudulent Intention, as, for 
example. In a prosecution for obtaining goods by false pretenses, other discon- 
nected act In which the presence of fraud Is recognized may be proved.*'^? ' 

o People V, Seaman (Mich. 1896), 65 N. W. Rep. 203. Where upon the 
trial of one for homicide by poisoning, the defendant admits the death by poison- 
ing, but alleges that the poison was accidentally taken or administered. It Is 
relevant to show that other persons, as, for example, relatives and friends 
with whom the accused came In contact, had died, previous to the present 
crime, by the same poison. (Reg. v. Cotton, 12 CJox C. C. 400; 1 Green's Cr. 
Law Rep. 102, 104 ; Goersen v. Com., 99 Pa. St. 388 ; Zoldoske v. State, 82 Wis. 
580, 597.) 
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& Langford v. State, 33 Fla. 233 : People v. Sanders, 114 Cal. 216 ; 46 Pac. Rep. 
153: Alison r. People, 148 HI, 494, 506; People v. Bidleman, 104 Cal. 608, 615; 
State r. Valwell, 60 Vt. 558. 562; State r. Smalley, 50 Vt 736, 750; Ck>m. r. 
McCarthy, 119 Mass. 354, 355; Com. v. Bradford, 126 Mass. 42, 45; Coleman t?. 
People. 55 X. Y. 81, 01 ; Stafford r. State. 55 Ga. 591, 592 ; Pearce v. State, 40 
Ala. 720 ; State v, Neagle, 65 Me. 468. 469 ; State v. Ransell, 41 Conn. 433. 441 ; 
State I*. Plunkett 64 Me. 534, 538 ; People r. Everhardt. 104 N. Y. 591 ; Bishop 
t . State, 55 Md. 138 ; State v. Saunders, 68 Iowa 370 ; Lindsay t?. State, 38 Ohio 
St. 507 ; Meister v. People, 31 Mich. 99 ; People v, Hennsler, 48 Mich. 49 ; State 
V. Habib, 18 R. I. 558 ; 30 Atl. Rep. 462 ; State v. Crawford, 39 S. Car. 343 ; 17 
S. E. Rep. 799; Devoto r. Com. 3 Mete. (Ky.) 417, 419; People v. Rando. 3 Park 
Cr. Rep. 335, 336 ; Shriedley i\ State. 23 Ohio St. 130. 142 ; Yarborough v. State, 
41 Ala. 405 ; 2 Russell on Cr. 251 ; Rex v. Dunn, 1 Moody C. C. 146; McGlafNSKMi 
V. State (Tex. 1897), 40 S. W. Rep. 503. " In all cases where the guilt of the 
party depends upon the intent, puniose. or design with which the act is done, 
or upon his ffuilty knowledge, I understand it to be the general rule that 
collateral facts may be examined into for the purpose of establishing such 
guilty intent, design, purpose, or knoicledge.'* (Bottomley r. United States, 
1 Story 135. 143.) 

<*Com. r. Tuekerman. 10 Gray 173; Com. v. Eastman, 1 Cush. 189, 217; 
Thomas v. State, 103 Ind. 419, 432; People r. Schooley (N. Y.), 89 Hun. 391. 
See. also, sections 89, 423, 438. **A man may have one forged or counterfeit 
note in his possession and yet, with reason, be assumed to be ignorant of its true 
character. But if he has heen proved to have had many such false instruments 
in his hands at various times, and particularly if it appears that he knew that 
they icerc Huspectcd of being forged, he ean not complain if tJie inference is 
dratrn that he was aware of their true character." It is reversible error for 
the court to fall to instruct the Jurj- that evidence of other crimes should only 
be considered upon the question of the intent. (Martin v. State (Tex. 1896), 35 
S. W. Rep. 976; Thornley r. State (Tex. 1896), :«5 S. W. Rep. 981. 

United States v. Snyder, et al., 14 Fed. Rep. 554. The defendants were 
jointly chargeil in the indictment with having unlawfully made a false return 
to the Auditor of the Treasury of the United States for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the puriK)se of fraudulently increasing the compensation of the de- 
fendant Snyder, postmaster at Germania, Minn. There was a trial In the dis- 
trict court, which resulted in a verdict of guilty against the defendant Bertram, 
who moved for a new trial and in arrest of judgment. The case was thereupon 
certified to the United States circuit court, which held that there had not been 
error in the trial below and that the motion and arrest of judgment must be 
overruled. McCrary, C. J. (with whom concurred Nelson, D. J.), said, In the 
course of the opinion : ** The offense charged was the making of false returns 
for the quarter ending December 31, 1880. The prosecutor was allowed, 
against the objection of defendant, to introduce in evidence not only the false 
returns for that quarter, but other similar returns for other periods before and 
after the time covered by the indictment, all being in the handwriting of the 
defendant, Bertram. There was no error in this ruling. Where the question 
is one of fraudulent intent, it is allowable, as well in criminal as in civil cases, 
* to introduce evidence of other acts and doings of the party of a kindred char- 
acter, in order to illustrate or establish his intent or motive in the particular 
act directly in judgment' " (Wood t;. U. S.. 16 Pet. 342.) 

Wood v. United States, 16 Peters, 341, 359 (cited as authority in the criminal 
case of United States v. Snyder et al., supra). Error to the Supreme CJourt 
from the circuit court of Maryland (and the district court for the district of 
Maryland) where a verdict and judgment had been rendered in favor of the 
United States on an information claiming a forfeiture of twenty-two pieces of 
cloth of the value of $2,500, judgment affirmed. Mr. .Justice Story, in the course 
of the opinion, said: "The next point presented for consideration is whether 
there was error in the admission of the evidence of fraud, deducible from the 
other invoices offered in the case. We are of the opinion that there was none. 
The question was one of fraudulent intent or not ; and upon questions of that 
sort, where the intent of the party is matter in issue, it has always been deemed 
allowable, as tcell in criminal as in civil cases, to introduce evidence of other acts 
and doings of the partj* of a kindred character, in order to illustrate or estab- 
lish his intent or motive in the particular act directly in judgment. Indeed, in 
no other way would it be practicable, in many cases, to establish such intent or 
motive, for the single act, taken by itself, may not be decisive either way ; but 
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when taken in connection witli otiiers of a like character and nature the intent 
and motive may be demonstrated almost with a conclusive certainty." 

State V. Smith. 5 Am. Dec. 132, 134. Mitchell, C. J. ** The prisoner was in- 
dicted for uttering and putting off a counterfeit bank note * * *. It is 

• • • objected that the superior court admitted evidence of a conversation 
of the prisoner relating to his uttering the note in question, in which he said 
that be did not know one Abel Starks, with whom it api)eared he came to New 
Haven, where the bill was put off, and in which it was claimed that Starks had 
passed other counterfeit bills or notes at the same bank. This testimony was 
offered In proof of the prisoner's Scienter, and for that purpose, whatever he had 
said or done relating to the counterfeit note, was admissible. It is lawful to 
prove that the prisoner attempted to utter the note at different times and places, 
where it had been suspected and challenged as false, and that he declared it to 
be genuine and true, or that he attempted to secrete himself, or avoid the officer, 
or other facts of a similar nature, tending to evince the scienter of the pris- 
oner, since by the words and actions of men only can their thoughts or knoicl- 
edge he discovered" 

United States r. Lancaster, 10 Law. Rep. Ann., 533. " Where several persons 
are proved to have combined together for the same illegal purpose, any act done 
by one of the parties in pursuance of the original concerted plan, and with 
reference to the common subject, is, in contemplation of law, the act of the 
whole party, and the proof of such act will be evidence agglnst any of the 
others who engaged in the same conspiracy. Dei*larations of a cocon.spirator, 
made during the pendency of the illegal enteri>rise, are not only evidence 
against himself but are evidence against his associates in the crime." 

Act 190 of the Philippine Commission, section 298. " Evidence may be given 
upon trial of the following facts : * * ♦ C. After proof of a conspiracy, the 
act or declaration of a conspirator relating to the conspiracy." 

United States r. Claypool, 14 Fed. Rep.. 127. Krekel, D. J. (charging jury) : 

" The terms * knowingly and willfully,' employed in the law and in the indict- 
ment have the common and usual meaning attached to them, and are intended 
to signify that defendant, Claypool. at the time of committing the offense 
charged against him, must have known what he was doing, and that with such 
knowledge he proceeded to commit the violation of law with which he is charged. 

• ♦ ♦ The offense here denounced is the knowing and willful obstruction of 
the passage of the mail. I have already spoken of the meaning of tlie terms 

• knowingly and willfully,' and add by way of further explanation that they are 
used in counter distinction to innocent, ignorant, or unintentional:' 

Bishop's New Criminal Law. vol. 1, sec. 302. " To constitute a crime the 
law requires an evil mind or intent; but, except as to some special crimes, there 
is no defined sort of mental wrong uniformly necessary. * ♦ ♦ For example, 
circumspection in one's conduct is always a duty, and it is criminal to be careless 
therein. Therefore, if one, contrary to his duty, closes his eyes and refuses to 
see, he can not excuse his conduct by showing that he did not discover that for 
which he would not look" 

Same, vol. 1, sec. 313. " There is little distinction, except in degree, l)etween 
a will to do a wrongful thing and an indifference whether it is done or not. 
Therefore carelessness is criminal, and within limits supplies the place of 
affirmative criminal intent" 

Same, vol. i, sec. 734. " It is inile of criminal evidence that a man is pre- 
sumed to intend'the natural, necessary, and even probable consequences of what 
he intentionally does." 

Shaw V. Railroad Co., 101 U. S., 557, 5»><>. Strong, .7. " It may fairly be 
assumed that one who has reason to believe a fact exists knows it exists." 

Wharton's Criminal Law, vol. 1. sections 083, 984. " Guilty knowledge, involv- 
ing guilty intent on the part of the defendant is essential to the constitution 
of the offense (of receiving stolen goods). * ♦ ♦ Whether the defendant 
knew that the goods were stolen is to be determined by all the facts of the case. 
It is not necessary that he should have heard the facts from eyewitnesses. 

• ♦ • That which a man in tlie defendant's position ought to have suspected 
he must be regarded as having suspected as far as was necessary to put iiini on 
his guard and on his inquiries. * ♦ ♦ The proof in any case is to be 
inferential ; and among the inferences most prominent are inade^juacy of price, 
irrisponsibllity of vendor or dei>ositor, and se<rc(\v of transaction." 

Dotson i;. State. 34 Am. Rep., 2. Api)eals from a conviction of bigamy. 
Brickell, C. J. " The rule of the common law of every general application is 
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that there can be no crime when the criminal mind or intent is wanting. When 
that is dependent upon a linowiedge of practical facts, ignorance or mistake as 
to these facts, honest and real, not superinduced hy the fault or negligence of 
the party doing the wrongful act, absolves from criminal responsibility. • • • 
The belief (as to facts which would justify the act) must be honest and real, 
not feigueil, and whether it is honest or feigned the jury must determine in 
view of all the evidence. Whether there was fault or carelessness in acquiring 
knowledge of the facts is also a matter for their determination. No man can 
be acquitted of responsibility for a wrongful act unless he employs the means 
at command to inform himself. * ♦ * Jf he relies on information obtained 
from others, he should have some just reason to believe that from them he 
could obtain information on which he may safely rely." Judgment affirmed. 

Cobb V. The State, 76 Ga. Rep., 664. " While knowledge is the essence of the 
offense of receiving stolen goo<is, knowing them to be stolen, beyond such knowl- 
edge need not necessarily be proved by direct testimony, but may he shotcn by 
circumstances, .such as the defendant's conduct and behavior, the character of 
the person from whom the goods were received, the kind of goods, and the hour 
when received.*' 

Huggins r. People, 25 Am. State Rep., 355, 359. ** To convict of buying stolen 
proi)erty for gain the guilty knowledge of the theft possessed by the accrused at 
the time of the purchase need not be that actual or ijositive knowledge which 
one ac(iuires by personal observation of facts. It is sufficient if the circum- 
stances were such accompanying the transaction as to make the accused believe 
that the goods had been stolen.'* 

People V. Clausen, 120 Cal. Rep., 381. ** Whether the defendant knew that the 
goods were stolen is to be determined by all the facts in the case, and he need 
not have heard the facts from eyewitnesses. ♦ ♦ ♦ That which a man in the 
defendant's position ought to hare suspected he must be regarded as having sus- 
pecteil so far as was necessary to put him on his guard and on his inquiries. 
Guilty knowledge may be inferred from inadequacy of price, irresponsibility of 
the vendor or depositor, and other suspicicms circmustances." 

Collins r. State, 73 Am. Dec, 426. "A person is guilty of receiving stolen 
goods if he takes them under circumstances that would put a reasonable man 
of ordinary observation on his guard." 

Commonwealth v. Campbell, 103 Mass. Rep., 436, 439. Indictment for receiv- 
ing stolen goods. Gray. J. '* Evidence of the kind of shop which the defendant 
kept and the business which he there carried on was admissible to Inform the 
jury of his habitual occupation and conse<iuent opportunity to commit the offense 
charged against him, and thus assist them in determining whether he was 
guilty. 

Murio r. State. 31 Tex. Cr. Rep., 210. Simpkins, J. "Defendant was con- 
victed of receiving stolen proi)erty of the value of $20 and sentenced to two 
yeai-s in the penitentiary, from which he apjieals. On the night of March 30, 
1892. a freight car loaded with coffee and other products • • • was broken 
open and aiiout 410 iM)unds of coffee taken therefrom. On the morning of April 
1 a portion of this coffee, 164 pounds, was found in the defendant's house, spread 
on the floor, and covering thrown over it to resemble a bed ♦ ♦ ♦ . Three 
witnesses, defendant's wife being one. proved that one Nestoro was Indebted 
to the defendant and told him he had coffee which he had taken on a debt, and 
he wantwl defendant to sell some of it on commission and pay himself, and he 
delivered the coffee to him for that pun>o8e. ♦ ♦ ♦ J. Reed, a wood dealer 
in Austin, testified to the defendant's honesty and industry ♦ ♦ ♦ . There 
is no question that the coffee found in defendant's possession had been stolen 
from the freight car ♦ * * . The only question that demands consideration 
is tlie sufficiency of the testimony to sustain the conviction. 

Before he received the coffee defendant was informed by Nestoro that he, 
Nestoro. had taken the coffee for payment of a debt. Under the statute the 
party receiving the stolen property must know it was stolen; and guilty knowl- 
edge and the receiving of the stolen goods must concur. But guilty knowledge 
can he implied if the defendant received the goods under circumstances suffi- 
cient to satisfy a man of ordinary intelligence and caution that the goods were 
stolen." 

II. The evidence. — Excluding for the time being the testimony of the de- 
fendant and of the character witnesses, the evidence shows that during the 
month of August, 1903, the defendant entered into an agreement with William 
D. Ballantine and Charles E. Richardson to bring Chinese persons from China 
to Manila, and where such Chinese persons were not entitled by law to enter the 
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Philippine Islands, to secure their admission here by obtaining for them f^Ise 
and fraudulent Chinese certificates, and causing such certificates to be presented 
to the immigration officers of the Manila custom-house. The confederates were 
to charge the Chinese persons so brought to Manila an exorbitant sum for their 
certificates, and as many Chinese were to be brought as could pay said sum and 
present a sufllciently good appearance, whether they were entitled by law to 
enter the Philippines or not The United States consular officer at Amoy and 
others were to be paid bribes for each Chinese certificate obtained, in order 
to secure for the confederates a monopoly in the business, and the visaing of 
the certificates of those Chinese not entitled by law to enter the Philippines. 
The defendant was to have charge of the Manila end of the business, Ballantlne 
was to have charge of the Amoy end, and Richardson was to remain in Hong- 
kong. This agreement was expressed in part in written instruments, one of 
which, because of the damaging recitals which it contained, was burned about 
the 1st of September. 1903, at an interview which took place between the de- 
fendant and Richardson in Hongkong. 

Pursuant to above agreement defendant and his confederates, during the 
months of August and September, 1903, brought a number of Chinese from China 
to Manila, at least twelve of whom were rejected and sent back to China by the 
immignUion officers of the Manila custom-house, and at least eight of whom, all 
carefully instructed as to the stories they should tell the immigration officers, if 
they succeeded in landing. Six of these eight had been so instructed by the de- 
fendant's representative, Richardson, as the defendant had been informed, and 
the other two by the agents who had brought them (the two Chinese) to the Amoy 
office of the confederates. These agents were the persons mentioned, in one of 
the written documents al)ove referred to, as being paid $10 Mexican by the con- 
federates for each Chinaman so brought to the office of the confederates. Of 
the eight Chinese who landed, at least the last two above mentioned, Sim Pin 
Chao (mentioned in the information), and Wong Choy. presented to the immi- 
gration officers of the Manila custom-house certificates, obtained for them by 
the confeilerates of the defendant, falsely stating that the Chinese were mer- 
chants, and containing other false statements. Each of these two Chinese had 
agreed to pay the defendant and his confederates $400 Mexican if they succeeded 
in landing, and, in the case of Sim Pin Chao, this $4(K) was paid to the defendant 
himself. 

In preparing the Chinese so brought, they were not only schooled in the state- 
ments they must make, but were also cautioned to wear silk clothes instead of 
the dirty clothes in which they first appeared. 

In addition to the agreement, the business which the confederates did pursu- 
ant thereto, and the destruction of the written instrument above referred to, 
there are a number of facts in evidence showing conclusively that the confed- 
erates were deliberately and knowingly violating the law. For instance, the 
defendant had himself been an immigration officer at the Manila custom-house 
twice during August and September; the confederates were alarmed at the 
believed presence in China of secret-service agents of the Manila custom-house, 
and, when convinced that the Government had evidence of their doings, one of 
the confederates (Ballantlne) ran away from Amoy and went to Shanghai in 
an attempt to escape, and another (Richardson) turned state's evidence after 
taking legal advice as to whether or not he could make a successful defense. 

The above is found in the testimony of the witnesses Amazeen (chief of the 
immigration division, Manila custom-house), Herzberg (formerly a clerk in the 
Amoy office of the confederates), Richardson (one of the confederates who 
tamed state's evidence), Sim Pin Chao (a Chinese laborer sent to the Philip- 
pines by the confederates with a false certificate), Sim Khim (father of Sim Pin 
Chao), and Wong Choy (a Chinese detective sent to the Philippines by the con- 
federates with a false certificate), and In exhibits "A" (an agreement between 
Cbas. E. Richardson & Co., Richardson and Ballantlne, of the first part, and 
John T. Miller & Co., the defendant, of the second part dated August 22, 1903, 
and signed by Ballantlne for party of first part and Miller for party of second 
part). "B" (Wong Choy false certificate, dated September 16, 1903), "C" 
(receipt to Wong Choy for $400, signed by Ballantlne), "D" (Sim Pin Chao 
false certificate, dated August 29, 1903), "E" (letter from Ballantlne to Rich- 
ardson, dated August 15, 1903), "F" (letter from Ballantlne to Richardson, 
September 3, 1903), **G" (letter from Ballantlne to Richardson, dateil October 
28, 1903), "H" (cablegram from the defendant to Ballantlne, dated September 
10, 1903), " 1 '* (agreement between Chas. E. Richardson & Co., Richardson and 
Ballantlne, of the first part and John T. Miller & Co., the defendant of the sec- 
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ond part, dated September 2, 1903. and signed by Chas. E. Richardson for the 
party of the first part and the defendant for the party of the second part), 
" J " (letter from the defendant to Richardson, dated September 10, 1903), " K " 
(letter from Ballantine to Richardson, dated September 1, 1903). "L" (letter 
from Ricfiardson to the defendant dated September 14, 1903), " M " (letter from 
Richardson to the defendant, dated September 15, 1903). and "N" and "O" 
(cablegram from defendant to Richardson, dated Sept 22, 1903). The following 
are some quotations from said testimony and exhibits : 

Testimony of A. Herzberg : " Q. Who filled out the blanks in the body of this 
paper, Exhibit B?— A. I did" (stenographer's minutes, p. 5). "<}• You have 
said that Chinese were sent from Amoy to Manila with certificates pursuant to 
Exhibit A. Can you * * * give the name of a Chinaman who was so 
sent?— A. Yes, sir; Sim Toh Uh" (minutes, pp. 6, 7). "Q. Who filled in the 
blank spaces in the body of Exhibit D, if you know?— A. I did" (minutes, p. 
7). "Q. The statements in that certificate (referring to Exhibit D) are Just 
as they were represented to you? — A. Yes, sir." Q. By the Chinaman when he 
asked for the certificate?— A. Yes, sir; through the agent. ♦ ♦ • Q. Were 
you made aware at the time you made out the certificate whether the statements 
therein were false or true? — A. I did not quite believe that he was what he r^[>- 
resented himself to be, but I put down what he said, at any rate. In my own 
opinion, I didn't think he was worth that much money. • ♦ ♦ Q. Did you be- 
lieve all the other statements that he made there except the one that he was 
worth $30,000?— A. In my own estimation, / did not " (minutes, p. 12). " Q. Tell 
the court how you went about to fill out one of these certificates ; how you got 
the statements from the Chinaman. — A. It was got through the agent that 
brought them there'' (minutes, p. 15). " Q. State as nearly as you can remem- 
ber what the defendant remarked concerning the appearance of some of these 
Chinamen. — A. He advised them to put on silk clothes'* (minutes, pp. 15, 16). 
" Q. Did Mr. Miller tell them why they should put on silk clothes?— A. Yes, sir ; 
he told them that it would look much better, more like a merchant than they 
would otherwise" (minutes, pp. 16, 17). 

Testimony of Chas. E. Richardson : '* Q. What else did you say to Mr. Miller, 
if anything, than what you have stated, on the occasion when he presented the 
duplicnto of Exhibit *A' to you in Hongkong? — A. On reading the pai)er I told 
him they were chumps to get up such a pai)er. as it was convicting them of 
bribery on its face, and that it should l>e stated any fees to be paid In the 
matter sliould be put in as a lump sum, which is so stated in the second or 
revise<i contract '* (minutes, p. 48). ** Q. Did I understand you that part of the 
$140.00 mentioned in paragrnpli 4 of Exhibit I was to l>e paid for visaing cer- 
tificates in order that Chinese persons, whether of the exempt class or not, 
miglit be brought from Amoy to Manila? — A. Yes, sir" (minutes, p. 52). "Q. 
What class of inrsons were Chas. E. Richardson & Co., of Amoy, and John T. 
Miller & Co., of Manila, to send from Amoy to Manila pui'suant to Exhibit A? — 
A. / should nay anybody that had $Ji()()MO to pay. Q. Did you ever have such 
an agreement with Mr. Miller to that effect? — A. I think it was quite under- 
stood " (minutes, pp. ('»3, G4). ** Q. State as fully as you can now recall what 
was said (in an interview l)etween the witness and the defendant) with reHi)ect 
to sncli answers (to i)e made to the immigration officers of the Manila custom- 
house l)y Cliinese sent to the Philippines)? — A. Most of the questions con- 
cernetl tliose which were in the body of the certificate. The only one otherwise 
that I recall was that they were not to state how much money they paid for 
their certificates, except the proper fees to be paid to the consul and the hoppo, 
and that they were to say that no one assisted ihem to oblaw the certificates 
other than tlie proi>er authorities" (minutes, p. 141).- " Q. After Mr. Miller 
had left Ilonglvong for Manila did you notify him in any way that Chinese 
coming from Cliina to Manila had received instructions? — A. I notified him by 
letter. ♦ ♦ ♦ Q. Are these (Exhibits L and M) the letters that j'ou referred 
to when you said that you notified tlie defendant t)y letter? — A. Yes. sir" (min- 
utes, pp. 142, 14.3). ** Q. What i)ecanie of the six Canton men referre<l to in 
Exlilhits L and M? — A. They sailed on the steamer Kaifong for Manila " (min- 
utes, p. 144). " Q. To what did Exhibit N relate?— A. To six Chinese sent with 
certificates fi*oni Canton via Ilonglvong to Manila via the steamer Kaifotig. Q. 
Are those the same Chinamen referre<l to in Exhibits L and M? — A. Yes. sir" 
(minutes, pp. l.V). 1,^1). (Ky Exhibits L and M Richardson had notified Miller 
of the careful instrnctinns received by the six Chinese. The Chinese were 
landed in .Manila, and by Exliihit N Miller notlficMl Ricliardson to that effect.) 
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Testiniooy of Sin Pin Chao ; " Q. Is there any other American in the room 
here that you saw in that office In Amoy (where Exhihit D was made) ? (Wit- 
ness points at defendant). ♦ ♦ * Q. Were you ever a tea merchant? A. 
No, sir" (minutes, p. 20). " Q. What did you tell the Americans when you 
went into their office in Amoy? — A. I went to the office with a friend to make 
our Exhibit D. They tell me I have to make out I am a tea merchant; the 
first man tell me I have to make out I am a tea merchant" (minutes, p. 22). 
** Q. Did you go with your friend to the American's office to make them believe 
that you were a merchant and therefore could come to Manila? — A. No, sir" 
(minutes, pp. 24, 25). " Q. Did your friend talk to the American?— A. Yes, sir. 
• • ♦ Q. What did your friend say was the amount of your capital? What 
did your friend tell the American was the amount of money that you had? — 
A. The American tell my friend, he said it was all made out to be a tea mer- 
chant, and the amount of capital is $30,0(X)" (minutes, p. 25). 

Testimony of Sim Khim : ** Q. What is the name of your son whose picture 
appears on Exhibit D? • * * —A. His name Is Sim Pin Chao; the name 
which appears on here is his seminary name" (minutes, p. 31). " Q. How 
much did you ^ay the defendant for bringing your son. Sim Pin Chao, from 
Amoy to Manila? — A. Four hundred pesos" (minutes, p. 32). 

Testimony of Wong Choy : ** Q. Can you now state the date on which you 
first saw Mr. Herzberg and Mr. Ballantine in Amoy when you talked with them 
about getting the certificates you have referred to? — A. I saw Mr. Herzberg 
about the 13th. Q. The 13th of September?— A. Yes, sir; about that. The 
next day I saw Mr. Ballantine in the office. ♦ ♦ * Q. Look at the pai)er 
heretofore marked for identification Exhibit B and state if you ever saw that 
paper before, and, if so, where? — A. Yes, sir; that is the certificate which I 
get from Mr. Ballantine" (minutes, p. ik')).- " Q. Were you ever a wholesale 
tea merchant? — A. No, sir. Q. Were you ever a wholesale tea merchant in 
Kwong Ah Kow, Amoy? — A. No, sir" (minutes, p. (iG). ** Q. Did you ever have 
$40,000 invested in any business?— A. No, sir. * * * Q. What was the 
fiOO.OO that was mentioned in this paper (Exhibit C) for?— A. For making that 
(Exhibit B) certificate" (minutes, p. G7). " Q. What statement did you make 
to Mr. Herzberg at the time that certificate was made out? — A. The agent tell 
me I was to say a merchant, and I listened what he told me" (minutes, p. 70). 
•* Q. When he (Mr. Herzberg) asked you what was the value of your business, 
what did you tell him? * * ♦ — a. I tell him forty million; he say, *Too 
much, you better say forfy thousand'" (minutes, p. 71). " Q. Who was the 
agent who told you what to say? — A. His name is Sam. ♦ ♦ * Q. Agent 
for what person? — A. Mr. Ballantine. Q. What did this agent tell you to say 
when you went to get Exhibit B? — A. He tell me to say I was a merchant, 
worth a lot of money; he tells me to say all same as certificate" (minutes, 
p. 74). 

Exhibit "A" (agreement of August 22, 1903) : "A charge of $400 Mexican 
currency shall be made for each merchant's passport (certificate) made • * *. 
For each certificate made there shall be deducted from the profits of the firm 
$45.00 Mexican currency for the taotal, $50.00 Mexican currency for the U. S. 
consul, $50.00 Mexican currency for Mr. Li, the secretary to the U. S. consul, 
and $5.00 Mexican currency for Mr. Tang, the interpreter, making in all $150.00 
Mexican currency ♦ ♦ ♦. $10.00 Mexican currency shall be allowed to any 
person for each man brought to the office to have his certificate made." 

Exhibit "F" (letter from Ballantine to Richardson of September 3. 1003) : 
••He (Carl Johnson, U. S. vice-consul, Amoy) does not want me (W. D. Bal- 
lantine) to have any white witness In the office. ♦ ♦ * Johnson (U. S. V. C, 
Amoy) win pass most of the men now, I am sure. Of course he will turn 
down a few; he has to in order to keep up appearance, and then they will be 
men that will be turned down in Manila anyway." 

Exhibit "G" (letter from Ballantine to Richardson of October 28, 1903): 
••The twelve men (Chinese rejected by the Immigration officers at the Manila 
Custom-House) ought to receive $25.00 apiece, or they would be good liars as 
witnesses against us. * ♦ ♦ Please fix Amoy; If you don't. It will hurt 
Miller and myself." 

Exhibit "H" (cablegram from defendant to Ballantine of September 10, 
1903) : " Slmtohuh landed ; money sent." 

Exhibit "I" (agreement of September 2, 1903): "The contracting parties 
agree that for each certificate made — agree on fees of a total sum of $140.00 
Mexican currency shall be paid to sundry' agreed on parties." 
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Exhibit "J" (letter from defendant to Ricbardson of September 10/1903) : 
" One thing that I have thought of in saving cables is this ; ♦ ♦ ♦ if they 
(Chinese being brought to Manila by the confederates) are all landed, I can 
cable to Ballantine ' Rubi all landed/ and he will know the names of all that 
are on the Rubi." 

Exhibit " L" (letter from Richardson to the defendant of September 14, 
1903) : " Canton men — ^yesterday I received the first six papers. This morn- 
ing ran an instruction school. Again to-night ♦ ♦ ♦ Went to get their 
tickets on Kalfong, but they told me that they could not tell me how many I 
could get until to-morrow. ♦ ♦ ♦." 

Exhibit "M" (letter from Richardson to defendant of September 15, 1903) : 
" Enclose you herewith papers in the cases of the first six going to Manila 
from here. They leave to-morrow per Kalfong. • ♦ ♦ These men go well 
instructed, and if pains are of use they had It expended on them. ♦ • • 
Notice that all except one read Gen'l Mdse., but after the next lot it will vary. 
I did not know this was done. ♦ ♦ ♦ I trust these men get through, and 
will anxiously wait your wire." 

Exhibit " N " (cablegram from defendant to Richardson, dated September 22, 
1903) : " Kalfong all landed." 

When the defendant came to testify he did not deny that he had entered Into 
an agreement with Ballantine and Richardson to bring Chinese persons from 
China to Manila, but asserted that such agreement had been to bring only such 
Chinese persons as were entitled by law to enter the Philippine Islands. He 
further stated that no Chinese person had been brought here under the agree- 
ment who he knew to be other than one of the exempt class, and that the bribes 
to be paid to the United States consular officer, and others were paid to secure a 
monopoly In the Chinese Immigration business, and to enable the confederates 
to get any certificates visaed at all, since the United States consular officer at 
Amoy would not visa unless he himself was getting something out of It. The 
following are some quotations from the testimony of the defendant on the 
above points, the conduct of the Amoy office, his Interview with Mr. Richardson 
in Hongkong, the bringing of Sin Pin Chao, etc. : 

" Q. During the time you were in the customs service, what were your 
duties? — A. I was an ininiigration Inspector" (minutes, p. 82). " Q. About 
what time and wliat were tlie eireunistances of your agreement to enter Into 
business with Mr. Ballantine? — A. Mr. Ballantine told me tl^at he had had 
arrangements when he was in Amoy before whereby he could secure certificates 
from Chinese merchants. I told him there were several men there that had 
come to me to secure their certificates, and if we would go Into partnership he 
could have the advantage of these merchants who were to come to me, because 
without going Into partnership witli him I could not get them at all. ♦ * * 
Q. I hand you (iovernmenrs Exhibit A, and ask you if that is the agreement 
made between yourself and Mr. Ballantine? — A. Yes, sir" (minutes, p. 89). 
** Q. Was there anything said, whether contained in this agreement or not, 
about issuing or procuring the Issuance of papers to anyone who had the $400.00 
to pay for it? — A. No. sir. Q. Was that ever your understanding with Mr. 
Richardson or Ballantine? — A. No, sir; It was not" (minutes, p. 90). ** Q. 
Was there any agents employed by the firm of Charles E. Richardson & 
Co. or yourself while you were in Amoy? — A. There were not. ♦ * * Q. 
State what the item of $10.00 mentioned in paragraph 5 (of Exhibit A) was 
for? — A. These Chinese merchants who come In from the Provinces come to 
Amoy, and as a general thing would go to boarding houses there; they did not 
know where the American consul lived, or the taotai. or anybody else, and some 
man would bring them over to the office, and naturally they would say, * Is 
there anything in It for me, bringing them over and showing them where you 
are? ' and we agreed to give anybody that brought a man and showed him where 
our office was $10.00 Mexican. Q. That brought any man, or a merchant? — ^A. 
That brought a merchant. Of course If they brought a man that after we had 
talked with him we would have nothing to do with him we would not pay any- 
thing for that " (minutes, p. 02). " Q. About how many people came to the office 
to procure merchants' certificates during that time (from August 22 to August 
27) — approximately — to tlie best of your rwollection? — A. I should say 60 
or 70. Q. Al)out iiow many of those did you consider were mcH'chants after 
investigation? — A. We considered hat it was eitlier 20 or 27 that we thought 
were mercliants and sent to tlie consul for investigation. Q. What investigation 
was conducted by you or the firm during the time yon were ascertaining wliether 
they were merchants or not? — A. We simply asked them (piestions as to what 
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business they had and how long they had been in tlie business, and how much 
capital they had : as a general thing they had friends that came down from the 
Provinces with them, or friends in Auioy, who Itnew them and we would ask 
them questions** (minutes, p. 93). ** Q. State whether or not the Chinamen 
were instructed as to what answers they should give. — A. No, sir ; they were 
not so instructed. Q. Was there any agreement between your firm and any 
Chinese who brought people to your office as to what people would say when 
they came in there? — A. There were not" (minutes, pp. 93, 94). " Q. Calling 
your attention to the evidence of Mr. Richardson as to what his understanding 
was, not expressed in tliis contract (Exhibit I), that anyone who had $400.00 
was to be sent; what was your understanding?-— A. That was not my under- 
standing; my understanding was that we were to only make certificates for 
bona flde merchants, and none other. Q. Was there anything said by you or 
Mr. Richardson which would convey such an impression or understanding? — 
A. There was nothing said that ever conveyed that impression to me; 1 don't 
know what idea he got of it ♦ ♦ *" (minutes, p. 97). " Q. At the time 
you received the $400.00 from Sim Kliim. did you or did you not believe that 
Sim Toh Uh had a right to come to Manila — to the Philippine Islands? — A. 
Yes, sir; I believed he had" (minutes, p. 98). ** Q. Did you semi any sum 
r^resentlng this amount of $400.00 that Sim Khim paid you to anybody? — A. 
I sent $41K).00 to Mr. Bailantine. * ♦ ♦ Q. When did you send 'that .$400.00 
to Mr. Bailantine? — A. I don't remember the date ; about one or two days 
after Sim Toh Uh was landed. * ♦ * Q. Who did you believe were the 
parties to the last page of Exhibit I? — A. I supposeti the parties were Richard- 
son, Bailantine, and myself * * ♦•• (miuutes, p. 99). '* Q. Did it ever 
come to. your knowledge that Chinese coming from China to Manila pursuant 
to the agreement betwe(»n Messrs. Richardson, Bailantine. and yourself, here 
in evidence, were deliberately instructed in China as to what their stfU'ies 
should be in Manila when they landed here? ♦ * ♦ — A. They were not. 
according to my knowledge" (minutes, p. 102). '* Q. If you did not see the 
consul about the $50.00 that was to he paid him in accordance with i»arajrraph 
4 of Exhibit A. who did see him, if you know? — A. I suppose that eitluT Mr. 
Bailantine or Mr. Richardson did; I don't know which " (minutes, pp. 102, 103). 
** Q. Was not that $50.00 to i>e paid the consul for visaing the <-ertificates of 
Chinamen who were not of the exempt class? — A. No, sir; it was not; ♦ ♦ • 
when he got $50.00 that was to pay him for his investigation ; when he signs a 
paper and puts his seal on it. and no investigation, he is allowed $1.00 gold; 
but where he has to make an outside Investigation. I imderstand. he is allowed 
a larger fee; that is my understanding of this $50.00. * ♦ ♦ Q. Did you 
l>elleve there was a regulation allowing him $50.00? — A. I did not l^now " 
(minutes, p. 103). ** Q. How about the $50.00 that went to Mr. I.i, the .st^re- 
tary of the U. S. consul : did you think that was proi>er under tlie rt^guiations? — 
A. That was according to Mr. Richardson's agreement ; Mr. Li is a Chinaman, 
and I don't think he comes within the laws of the United States; I suppose 
he c»ould make whatever charge he wanted to. ♦ * * I don't think there 
was any regulation fee as to what Mr. LI should get " (minutes, p. 104). " Q. 
Then, as I understand It, It Is your statement that these sums of $45.00 to the 
taotai, $50.00 to the consul, $50.00 to the secretary, and $5.00 to the Interpreter 
were no part of them paid for obtaining, or assisting In obtaining, certificates 
for Chinese not of the exempt class. Is that correct — is that your statement? 
• • ♦ — A. Yes, sir; tliat Is my statement now" (minutes, i)p. 106, 107). 
'• Q. If Mr. Bailantine had an agreement with Mr. Johnson, the vlce-consuU 
for visaing certificates of Chinese persons coming from Amoy to Manila, who 
were not merchants, that was without your knowledge? — A. Yes, sir. Q. Did 
you ever suspect that such arrangements had been made? — A. No, sir; I did 
not "(minutes, pp. 113. 114). " Q. Were you ever notified by either Mr. Bai- 
lantine or Mr. Richardson that such Chinese (coming from China to Manila 
pursuant to the agreement between the confederates) had been so Instructed 
(as to the statements they were to make on their arrival in Manila) by them, 
or either of them? — A. Neither Mr. Bailantine or Richardson had ever notified 
me that they had told these men what they would say. It seems to me that I 
remember getting a letter from Mr. Richardson where he stateii something 
about telling them or not telling them, or rehearsing them as to what they had 
said, so that they would not make a statement there and come to Manila and 
make a different statement, which Chinese are very apt to do" (minutes, p. 
114). ** Q. Had you not had a conversation with Mr. Richardson while you 
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were in Hongkong respecting such instructions to be given such Chinese? — A. 
We tallied over the matter of these Cliinese, and that what was put down on 
the paper they should understand the paper ; they should make their statements 
and ivnow what those statements were after they were made, and if they wanted 
they could correct tliem " (minutes, pp. 114, 115). " Q. Did you never sus- 
pect that any Chinaman sent here to Manila from China, under your agreement 
with Mr. Richardson and Mr. Baliantlne, were not, in fact, merchants? — A. I 
supposed they were all merchants ; of course, not making the investigation my- 
self, I did not know" (minutes, p. 117). " Q. Who brought the 60 or 70 m«i 
you have said were brought to your office during the time you were in Amoy? 

* ♦ ♦ — A. I can not name the men that brought them; I know a Chinaman 
by the name of Ah Sam brought one man, and Eng Seng Qui brought perhaps 
8 or 10; outside of that I do not know who the others were. Q. Who brought 
the men you were satisfied were not merchants? — A. This man that Ah Sam 
brought we w^re satisfied was not a merchant; he claimed he had money in- 
vested in business, but he was a clerk, and Mr. Ballantine told him we would 
have nothing to do with him and told Ah Sam he ought to have known better 
than to bring him there; he know we would not make a certificate for him. 

• ♦ ♦" (minutes, pp. 118, 119). ** Q. Practically all of these people who 
brought men to your ofllce brought some men that you were satisfied were not 
merchants?— ^A. I don't know that; I don't remember how many men brought 
men there ; I can't answer that. Q. Ah Sam and Eng Seng Qui were the only 
two that you can now identify? — A. Yes, sir. Q. Those two did bring men 
that you were satisfied were not merchants? — A. Yes, sir" (minutes, p. 119). 
" Q. Did you not believe that the boarding-house keepers or agents or other 
persons who brought Chinese to you at the Amoy ofl^ice knew what it was neces- 
sary for these Chinese to say in order to obtain certificates? — A. No, sir ; I had 
no reason to believe that they would know ; this Ah Sam had lived in Hono- 
lulu and is an American citijsen; my belief is that he would know, but 
the others. I have no way of knowing whether they would know what is re- 
quired or not. Q. How about Eng Seng Qui — did he know? — A. I don't know 
whether he did or not" (minutes, p. 1^). " Q. Was the only reason for sub- 
stituting the revised edition for the duplicate of Exhibit A, and the burning 
of the duplicate of Exhibit A. that Exhibit A would hurt the consul if it was 
seen? — A. The only reason that I know of was that Mr. Richardson raised the 
objection that it would hurt the consul and he would not do any more busi- 
ness with us ; If this should ever be brought into court it would not do us any 
good. Q. Was there anything said about it hurting you and Mr. Ballantine 
and Mr. Richardson if it was seen? — A. No, sir; I don't remepiber anything 
being said about that. Q. At the time the duplicate of Exhibit A was burned, 
did you not think it would hurt you or Mr. Richardson or Mr. Ballantine if it 
was seen? — A. 1 did not know whether it would or not" (minutes, p. 122). 
" Q. In advising or stating that the Chinamen there (in Amoy) from the Prov- 
inces coming to Manila should put on good clothes, what do I understand your 
reason to have been? — A. Simply that we told the men, when they represented 
to us that they were merchants, we asked them why they did not dress as mer- 
chants: some of them would come in from the Provinces with dirty clothes, 
evidently not the best clothes they had, and we would ask them if they were 
merchants why they did not dress as merchants" (minutes, p. 129). (It is 
to be note<l that the defendant's first statement that he had never known of 
Chinese being instructed as to what they should say when they reached Manila 
was modified on his cross-examination, and that Exhibits L, M, N, and 
O showed that he was notified by Richardson of such a state of facts In 
connection with at least six Chinamen, and that he later notified Richardson 
that the six Chinamen had been landed in Manila. Also that the statement of 
the defendant's that he never himself offered to pay Vice-Consul .lohnson. of 
Amoy. more than the consul's legal fees for visaing certificates is contradicted 
by the vice-t»onsul, whose testimony was taken on the part of the defendant.) 

III. Conclusion. — Can the man who signed Exhibits "A" and " J ;" who became 
a partj' to that agreement to extort from Chinese desiring to come from China 
to Manila sums so far in excess of the legal and reasonable fees and charges in 
fluch cases, and to pay the wholesale bribes to the American and Chinese officials ; 
who burned the duplicate of Exhibit "A" at the interview with Richardson in 
Hongkong ; whose confederate made the declaration contained in Exhibit " F " 
and issued the false certificate to Wong Choy ; who was familiar with the work- 
ings of the Amoy office, where persons, some of whom, at least, knew what state- 
ments it was necessary for the Chinese to makie. and yet frequently brought 
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Chinese who were not, In fact, merchants, were paid $10 for each Chinese 
brought to the confederates only when such Chinese did not disclose from their 
appearance or answers to questions that they were laborers, and who duly 
reported the landing of the 6 coached ** general-merchandise '* Chinese from 
Kaifong after the receipt of Exhibits ** L " and ** M," be believed when he 
states that his agreement with Richardson and Ballantine related only to 
Chinese entitled by law to enter the Philippines ; that none of the bribes were 
to be paid to secure the visaing of false certificates, and that he never suspected 
that other than merchants were being sent from China to Manila by Richardson 
and Ballantine? Is not his guilty knowledge and intent established by the 
evidence of similar acts and offenses within the rule laid down in Underhill.on 
Criminal Evidence, section 89, notes 1 and 3, United States v. Snyder, and Wood 
f. United States, supra ; and by the evidence of the actual agreement of the 
confederates and the other collateral facts and circumstances within the rule 
laid down in Underbill on Criminal Evidence, section 89, note 2, Wharton^s 
Criminal Law, vol. 1, sections 983, 984, State v. Smith, Cobb v. State, Huggins v. 
People, Commonwealth v. Campbell, and Murio v. State, supra? Does not the 
evidence show that the defendant was not an innocent man and must have 
known what he was doing (United States i\ Clayiwol, supra) ; that he had 
reason to believe that false certificates were being sent here by his confederates, 
and that the certificate in the present case was false (Shaw v. Railroad Co., 
Huggins V. People, and Collins v. State, supra), and that the uttering of the 
false certificate in the present case was the probable consequence of what the 
defendant had intentionally done (Bishop's New Criminal Law, vol. 1, sec. TM, 
supra)? Viewing the situation in a light more favorable to the defendants 
than the evidence warrants, and admitting that he had not discovered that for 
his own fault and carelessness (Dotson v. State, and People v, Clausen, supra), 
his ignorance of the (fact) that false certificates were being sent here by his 
ctonfederates — that this particular certificate was false — was superinduced by 
his own fault and carelessness (Dotson v. State and People v. Clausen, supra — 
by his indifference as to whether the statements contained in the certificate were 
false or not (Bishop's New Criminal Law, vol. 1, sec. 313, and Dotson v. State, 
supra). 

It is respectfully submitted that the guilty knowledge and intent of the defend- 
ant in uttering the false and fraudulent certificate mentioned in the information 
has been demonstrated (to adopt the language of Mr. Justice Story) ** with a 
conclusive certainty." 

W. L. Golds BOROUGH, 
Assistant Attoi-ney-Gcneral. 



Letter from Mr. Che Pun Sang {Jay Kan) to his honor United States Consul- 

General McWade, 

YouB Honor: The undersigned begs respectfully to report that Mr. Richard- 
son, an American citizen, trading in flour business, has in company with his 
comprador. Chew Hang On, or with Chew Shing Kit, been frequenting some 
Chinese shops and exhorting the people that if any Chinese intends to proceed 
to Manila they should apply to him for assistance, and he will undertake to put 
them on steamers in a most satisfactory manner, and upon arrival he will enable 
them to land in safety. He further said that he got some comrades acting as 
lawyers in Manila, who have been always in communication with the customs 
officials there. He also said those who were proceeding to Manila through his 
care would certainly land into the town in safety, but those who were not going 
through his care, even though they were really business men of standing, would 
be driven back to China, etc. 

Therefore many Chinese merchants have been fooled by his comprador, and 
those who unfortunately fall into his hands would certainly be ruined by them. 

Dated the 20th day of the 8th moon in the year 29th of Kwang Su (10th 
October, 1903). 

Che Pun Sang. 

True copy. 

Russell Colegrove, 
• United States Vice-Cons ul-Oeneral Canton, China, 
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Tung Hung, 33 years of age, of the Pun Yu district, manager of the shop 
known as Charles E. Richardson & Co., dealers in flour, sugar, and yarn. In 
Heng Loong street. Canton, appeared before me this 23d day of November (6th 
day of the 10th moon), and stated under oath as follows: 

The capital of the concern is $16,000, divided between eight partners, all of 
whom are Chinese, and Mr. Richardson is paid to represent us as our agent, 
receiving $1,000 per year, and has no interest whatever in our business. 

I do not know of any other business of Richardson. He told me he had an 
office in Amoy, where Chinese merchants could procure the necessary papers to 
enable them to enter Manila. 

• He never sent any Chinese from Canton to Manila to my knowledge. He 
never spoke to me of sending anyone from here, and If he had done so I would 
have known it 

Mr. Richardson is not a resident of Canton. Whenever there is any business 
<H)nnected with the firm he is sent for, and he generally stops at the hotel for 
a day or so. 

Richardson never told me he was paying any money or bribe of any kind to 
the United States consul-general, or anyone connected with the United States 
consulate, and our firm never paid any money for this purpose. 

Signed and sworn to before me Russell Colegrove, vice consul-general of the 
United States, this 23d day of November, 1903. 

Ip Loi (?). 
Fung Hung (??). 



Letter from Colonel Yang, of the Shameen legation guards, to his honor 
United States Consul-General McWade. 

Your Honor : I have the honor to inform you that under your instructions I 
tiave made inquiries regarding Charles E. Richardson and his compradore, and 
found that no Chinese have ever been engaged or sent by them from here to the 
Philippines, and I would certainly know if such had been the case. Chas. B. 
Richardson had never been an immigration broker at any time in Canton. If 
he had I would have known it, as my official position requires me to have knowl- 
edge of all strangers and their business in Canton. 

8th day of the 10th moon, 29th year K. S. (November 26, 1903). 

True copy. 

Russell Colegrove, 
United States Vice-Consul-Generah Canton, China. 



I solemnly swear before God, the searcher of all hearts, to whom I shall an- 
swer on the last great day, that I have never received any money or other valu- 
able consideration, either directly or indirectly, from Charles E. Richardson for 
" passinjr " Chinese immigrants, or visaing the certiflcotes of Chinese immigrants 
to the Philippine Islands. 

I solemnly swear that I never, at any time, on any occasion, or in any place, 
passed for the said Charles E. Richardson any Chinese immigrants, merchants, 
travelers, or others, for the Philippine Islands. 

I solemnly swear that I have never, anywhere or at any time, visaed for the 
said Charles E. Richardson any certificates or passports for Chinese immigrants, 
merchants, travelers, or others whose intended destination was the Philippine 
Islands. 

I solemnly swear that I have never knowingly " passed," or vis<^ed, the cer- 
tificate of a coolie immigrant, whose destination was the Philippine Islands or 
the United States. 

I solemnly swear that I have never ** passed," or visC'cd, the certificate for 
Charles E. Richardson of any Chinese immigrant, whose destination was the 
United States, except the young son (Quan King) of the said Charles E. Rich- 
ardson's compradore (Quna Kok). who went to the United States as a student, 
and landed at San Francisco. The said Charles E. Richardson did not pay me 
any money, or give me any valuable consideration therefor. He paid to our 
•chief clerk, Mr. Silva, the usual fee of $1 gold, and no nu>re. 
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I solemnly swear that the said Charles E. Richardson has had no Immigration 
agent in Canton who brought to this consulate-general, at any time, any Chinese 
applicants for immigration to the Philippine Islands or elsewhere. 

I solemnly swear that I have never seen any of the forged certificates alleged 
to have been concocted by Charles E. Richardson and his fellow conspirators 
and malefactors, and that I have never heard of the existence of said forged 
<:ertlficate8 until within the past few days. If I had ever seen one of them, or 
-even heard of their existence, I would have promptly notified the State Depart- 
ment and the United States authorities in the Philippine Islands. 

1 also solemnly swear that I never saw any returned laborer's certificates 
from the Philippine Islands, or any other returned certificates of merchants or 
others from the Philippine Islands. 

RoBEBT M. McWade, 
r. »S. Consul-Qenrnil. 

Sworn to and subsribed before me this 2d day of December, 1903. 

Russell Coleorove. 
f/. 8. Vice-Cwisul-Oeneral. Canton, China. 



I solemnly swear before God. the searcher of all hearts, and before whom I 
shall answer at the last great day, that I have never at any time, on any occa- 
sion, or in any place, received money, or other valuable consideration, for 
"• passing," or visaing the certificates or passports of Chinese immigrants of 
any class whatever to the Philippine Islands, or the United States of America, 
or any of our Territories or possessions. 

Robert M. McWade. 
U, S. Consul-General. 

Sworn to and subsribed before me this 2d day of December, 1903. 

Russell Coleorove. 
r. S. Vice-Cosul-Genenil, Canton, China, 



Fung Hung*s statement. 

I am Fung Hung, manager of the shop known as Richardson's flour shop. I 
Iiave been ordered by his honor, the United States consul-general, to proceed to 
Hongkong and ask Chew Hang On to come up to Canton, I)ut as he is sick so 
he Is unable to come, he asked me : ** What does the consul-general want me 
for?" I answered: "The consul-general said you are Mr. Richardson's com- 
pradore. Do you know If Mr. Richard.son has ever sent any Chinese from 
Canton to Manila?" He said: "I know nothing of his business, and I am not 
Richardson's compradore. I have never engaged any (^hineso to Manila. I am 
a rich man, and I don't want to make such kind of money." 

Dated the 19th day, the 10th moon. 

Fung Hung. (XXX.) 

Sworn and subscribed before me this 7th day of December, 1903. 

RrssKLL Colegrove. 
United States Viee-Consul-General. 

Canton. China. 
True copy. 

Russell Colegrove, 
United States Viee-Consul-General. 

Canton, China. 



Letter from His Excellency Hoppo Sheunp, superintendent of imperial customs. 
Canton, to Hon. United States Consul-General McWade. 
Your Honor: I beg to acknowledge the receipt (»f your letter inquiring if 
one Charles B. Richardson and his compradore. Chew Hang On, have, on behalf 
of Chinese, applied for passports for them to the Philippines or the United 
States. 
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I have accordingly issued instructions to my subordinates to make strict 
inquiries, and they have reported to me that no such individuals have ever been 
to this yamen for passports. 

I have to add that no coolies have ever appeared at my office for passports, 
and I have never issued any passports unless for merchants, students, travelers, 
and teachers, after proper inquiries have been made and reliable merchants or 
bankers of good standing appear at my office and sign a guaranty bond. 

I have further to add that Richardson or his compradore have no agent or 
representative here and never had one, for I would certainly have beai notified 
by my subordinates if such had been the case. 

Dated 17th day of the 10th moon, 29th Yr. K. S. (December 5th, 1908.) 

True copy. 

Russell Colegrove. 
United States Vice-Consul-Oeneraly 

Canton, China. 



I solemnly swear before God that I have never held any conversation or con- 
ference with Charles E. Richardson respecting Chinese immigration to the Phil- 
ippine Islands or elsewhere, except on two occasions. The first was about five 
months ago, when he informed me that it was his intention to become an immi- 
grant broker. I told him bluntly that I was sorry to hear it, and that I did not 
think it was proper business for an American citizen. He said that there was 
money in it and he proi)osed to get his share of it. He then asked for informa- 
tion concerning the fees paid. I referred him to ouf chief clerk, Mr. A. M. Place 
da Sllva. who was standing beside him, and. as I was busy, I requested them to 
go to the outer office where Richardson could get all the information he needed. 
The second occasion was when Richardson called on me and asked me to 
•* pass " and vis^ the passport or certificate of the* young son of his compradore. 
who wishetl to go to the United States to study either medicine or law, I do 
not now remember which. The young lad underwent the usual examination, and 
later on went to San Francisco. On this occasion our chief clerk was also 
l)reseut, and the conversation did not touch on Chinese inmiigrants to the Phil- 
ippines or anywhere else, except as regarded the young student The fee of 
^1 gold was paid as usual to the chief clerk, Mr. da Silva. by whom all payments 
are receivetl and made. I have never at any time received any fee or fees for 
Chinese immigrants from any i)erson or persons whatever. I am informed that 
Charles E. Richardson had made an affidavit to the effect that I demanded $250 
from him for each Chinese immigrant to the Philippine Islands, and that he has 
paid nie ^5 each for such immigrants. I have never made any such demand. 
I never spoke of or hinted at such a matter. I never held any conversation with 
him on the subject I never received any money or other valuable considera- 
tion from him for passing or vls(»lng the certificates or passports of Chinese 
Immigrants to any part of the world. He never dared approach me on such a 
subject 

1 also swear that all conferences or Interviews on business or other mat- 
ters either Mr. Russell Colegrove or our chief clerk, Mr. da Silva, is invariably 
present. This Is the case at all times and with all persons, except missionaries 
or consular colleagues. 

Robert M. McWade, 
Vtiited States Consul-Oeneral. 

Sworn and subscribed before me this 2d day of December, 1903. 

Russell Colegrove, 
J'niifd States V ice-Con sul-OeneraL 



I am a banker and resident of ('anton. All the (X)nstituents of my bank, 
since 1898, I have been guaranteeing to the United States consulate whenever 
they leave here for America, regarding their financial standing, etc., and have 
never been paid — either Mr. Williams, Mr. White. Mr. H. T. Smith, or Consul- 
General McWade, or anybmly else connecte<l with the consulate — any money or 
valuable consideration, besides the $1 gold or Mexican $2.50 charged for the vis^ 
of each certificate, and have never had any trouble regarding any business. 
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Sometime during this-year I obtained for Cliarles E. Richardson a passport for 
bis compradore Cbiu Hang On's son to go to America. Since that only time I 
have never had any more dealings with this man or his compradore, and I know 
that they have not at any time obtained certificates or passports from the hoppo, 
and I have never met them either. I have learned from my friend at Hong- 
kong that Richardson, with the assistance of some Chinese, have succeeded in 
. inducing some reputable merchants of Canton, who are bearers of hoppo's 
passports for Manila, to pay him between $200 and $250, and Richardson guar- 
anteeing their landing in Manila, including passage money, lawyer's fees, etc. 
Richardson also said that he had certain party in Manila customs who will 
look after the men in that end. To impress the Chinese in Hongkong, Richard- 
son had some Chinese sent down puri)osely from Amoy with certificates issued 
from that place to the Philippines, and had them shipped from Hongkong instead 
of going direct from Amoy to the Philippines. 

Richardson or his compradore never had any agent or representative here in 
Canton. If they had one I would know It. 

Lam Chum Lum. 

Sworn and subscribed before me this 2d day of December, 1903. 

Russell Coleorove, 
United States ViceCanaul-General 

I hereby certify that Mr. Lum, the banker, who has made the foregoing 
affidavit. Is the only man who ever presented for inspection or has *' passed" 
at this consulate-general Chinese immigrants for the Philippine Islands. He 
is the only man for whom I ever visaed the certificates or passports of a Chines 
immigrant to the Philippine Islands. 

RoBEBT M. McWade, 
United States Consul-General, Canton, China. 



I am a silk merchant of Canton for upward of five years. I have been in the 
■ United States for over fifteen years, doing business in San Francisco, Cal. 
I have, since my return to China, introduced and guaranteed to the United 
States consulate some of my clansmen, who are merchants of good standing in 
Canton, to go to the United States. I have never paid any money or valuable 
consideration either' to Consul-General McWade or his predecessors, or any- 
body connected with the consulate. I was informed by my friend in Hongkong 
about certain Amei;lcan by name of Chas. E. Richardson, who passes himself 
as flour merchant, that he has been inducing merchants and others who are 
going to Manila to pay him a certain sum of money, that he (Richardson) 
would guarantee their landing. As this is certainly a squeeze to the ignorant 
Chinese who are not familiar with the purchasing of tickets or passage to 
Manila from Hongkong, so that I informed the consul-general of this by letter 
some time ago. I have never guaranteed any merchant for Manila, as my 
own clansmen never went that way. Of my own knowledge I know all the 
immigration brokers in Canton and I can and do swear that Chas. E. Richard- 
son has never had any inunigration broker in Canton and never did the immi- 
gration business in Canton himself. 

Application at the hoppo*s yamen will easily establish that fact 

Jay Kan. 

Signed and sworn before me this 2d day of December, 1903. 

Russell Colegbove, 
United States Vice-Consul-Oeneraly Canton, China. 



I, Russell Colegrove, vice-consul-general of the United States, at Canton, 
China, under oath declare as follows : 

About four or five months ago I was a passenger on a vessel coming from 
Hongkong to Canton, and during the trip I was approached by a man who intro- 
duced himself as Chas. E. Richardson, and who asked me if I was the vice- 
consul-general at Canton. 

I replied that I was, and he seated himself near me on deck and began con- 
versing on general topics, which conversation lasted two or three hours. 

H. Doc. 666, 59-1 7 
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That was in the evening, and before going to bed that night he asked me how 
I liked Canton, and if I found the living here expensive, eta I replied that I" 
thought the hotel charges somewhat excessive, when he remarked *' the consular 
Job at Amoy is worth $80,000 a year." 

I replied that his statement was incredible, as I did not think any post in 
Asia was worth as much. He said it was true and that the Canton position 
could be made to pay nearly as well, and added that he was going up to see the 
"old man" (Colonel McWade) about It now. 

I had not been long in the consulate, and the following morning upon arriving 
at the office, I inquired of G^plonel McWade, the consul-general, what the man 
meant. He answered that he was either crazy or most likely in fun. 

The same morning this man Richardson called at the consulate and Inquired 
of the chief clerk, Mr. da Silva, if he could see the consul-general, and with Mr. 
da Silva entered Colonel McWade's room. 

They remained a very few moments and came out together. Richardson 
stopped long enough to ask Mr. da Silva something which I could not hear, but 
I heard Mr. da Silva laugh and say, " why that is utterly impossible." 

Richardson left the office, and being very curious as to the matter, I inmiedi- 
ately went to Mr. da Silva's desk and asked him what Richardson wanted. He 
replied, ** he wanted to make an arrangement so that all Chinese going to 
Manila from here would have to pass through his hands, and of course I told 
him such a thing was impossible." 

Richardson has only visited the consulate once since that time and on this 
occasion remained a very few minutes. I understood that on this occasion 
the consul-general had ordered him to leave. I will add that it is the invariable 
custom in this consulate that when anyone calls to see the consul-general on 
business, either Mr. da Silva or myself are asked to come into the room. This 
does not apply to the visits of consular officers or missionaries. 

No Chinaman has ever been passed through this consulate for Manila for 
Charles E. Richardson. 

All correspondence he may have had with this office is on file here. 

Russell Colbgbove, 
United States Vice-ComulrQeneral, 

Canton, China, December S, 1903, 

Sworn and signed before me. 

L. A. MACKINNON, 

H. B. M. Vioe-Oonaul, 
Cantoriy December 4, 190S. 

I hereby certify that L. A. Mackinnon is H. B. M. vice-consul at Canton, 
China. 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States Consul-Qeneral, Canton, China, 



I, J. D. Gillllan, of Denver, Colo., at present temporarily residing in Canton, 
China, under oath declare as follows : 

During my stay at the Victoria Hotel at Canton, a man by the name of 
Charles E. Richardson made himself acquainted to me by mentioning that 
he had seen me at the American consulate and asking me if I was connected 
with the consulate In any way. I replied that I had no connection whatever 
there, but simply called for my mail and to obtain some needed information 
relative to my business. This was all he asked me on that occasion. One or 
two days afterwards I again met him and he asked me what "graft" I bad 
up here? I told him that I had no "graft" but had a legitimate business. 
I in turn asked him what his " graft " was, when he informed me that he was in 
the flour business. The following night, if I am not mistaken, Richardson 
came to my room, No. 4, at the Victoria Hotel, (which the register of the 
hotel will show) sat down, and talked sociably for perhaps an hour before ask- 
ing me whether I had a " pull " with the consul-general, or with anybody con- 
nected with the consulate. I replied that I had not He then asked me if I 
had noticed the vice consul-general examining and passing coolies the morning 
he and I were waiting In the general office to see Consul-General McWade. 
I told him that I had noticed them measuring Chinese and examining them 
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for some purpose. He then asked me how many I had seen inspected and meas- 
ured before. I told him five or six. He asked me how often I went to the con- 
sulate, and I said every morning for my mall. 1 informed him that I anticipated 
sending some coolies down to Borneo for my timber business, whereupon he 
informed me that he could furnish me with all the coolies I wanted, whether 
it was one or a thousand. I told him that I could get coolies through the 
head Chinaman in Hongkong or Swatow, and have, them contracted in Singa- 
pore. Richardson then said that there was a good deal of money to be made by 
sending Chinese to the Philippine Islands and I replied that I knew nothing 
about It He also said perhaps you are aware that a good deal of money 
could be made if the Chinese women could be sent to the FhilipflAes. By 
this time he got quite acquainted, inasmuch as he asked me if I could tpproacb 
Consul-General McWade on a proposition in which there was a good deal of 
money for everyone concerned, in case I could do the business with the con- 
sulate. I told him that I knew Consul-General McWade socially, but did not 
care to ruin my own business here in Canton by approaching him on an 
illegitimate proposition. UtK>n telling him that I did not care to take any 
proposition to the consulate that was not open and above board, nothing more 
was said on the matter. I assured him that Consul-General McWade was 
a nice man to meet socially and would assist any Americans in this country if 
he could, but it was my confirmed opinion that he would enter into no nefarious 
transactions as I knew of him prosecuting several parties who had not acted 
squarely in Canton and other places within his Jurisdiction. While he did 
not under these circumstances confide to nie exactly what his business was, 
he gave me to understand that he was Interested In shipping coolies from 
China, In which business I was not interested whatever. When next I met 
Richardson this topic was never resumed. 

J. D. GiLLILAN. 

Sworn and subscribed this 3d day of December. 1903, before me. 

R U S SELL CJOLEOBOVE, 

United States Vice Consul-Oeneral, 

Canton f China, 



I am the chief clerk of the United States consulate-general, a position which 
I have occupied for over five years consecutively. During this time I have 
served under vice-consuls in charge, Hon. R. Williams, jr., C. A. Nelson, A. H. 
White, and Hubbard T. Smith, and later Consul-General Robert M. McWade, 
and can and do swear that no money or valuable consideration was ever 
received by me, or to my knowledge received by anybody connected with this 
office, for any work In connection with the ** passing " or " visaing " of Chinese 
innnigrants for the Philippine Islands or the United States of America, outside 
of the $1 gold prescribed In the United States Tariff of Ofl[iclal Fees. Since 
Consul-General McWade took charge of this office either myself or vice- 
consul Is Invariably present at all the Interviews on business or other matters, 
excepting interviews with foreign officials or missionaries. Many attempts 
were made on several occasions by various irresponsible Chinese Immigra- 
tion brokers for foreigners to ** pass " Chinese at the consulate for the United 
States and the Philippines, but their attempts were always unsuccessful, 
and In many Instances were ordered out of the consulate and warned that if 
another attempt was made punishment will be meted to them. Some five or six 
months ago I recollect an American by the name of Charles E. Richardson 
interviewed the consul-general, and in my presence spoke about his intention to 
do a Chinese immigration business In Canton, to which consul-general ex- 
pressed his surprise that he should think of such a business, and when 
Richardson asked for some information concerning the fee, the consul-general 
referred him to me, and we came out to the general office, as the consul-general 
was then busy with his dispatches, and no further conversation regarding this 
or any other matter took place since the date between the consul-general and 
Charles E. Richardson. I informed Richardson that no other charge besides 
gold $1 was the official fee of this office. He then informed me that what he 
wanted to obtain was the monopoly of ** passing " Chinese immigrants, i. e., to 
have sole control of the business in Canton. I laughed at the idea, and told 
him " it was utterly impossible," and Richardson left the office, appearing to 
be dissatisfied with my reply. Mr. Colegrove, who overheard the remark made 
by me, asked what was the matter, and I related to him Richardson's request 
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Since I joined the congulate up to the present time (over five years) Richardson 
never presented or succeeded in "passing" any Chinese immigrants from this 
office to the Philippines or the United States, excepting the son of his compra- 
dor, a student for San Francisco, when the sum of $1 gold only was paid over to 
me and accounted for as official fee. Richardson never had an agent or repre- 
sentative at Canton whereby he could carry on the immigration business, and he 
is not a very frequent visitor to this port either. A few days afterwards Mr. 
Lee Chee, the deputy and interpreter to his excellency the hoppo, called at the 
consulate and related to me the Interview Richardson had with him, and asked 
me if I knew anything about the affair, to which I replied ** I know nothing about 
Richardson's arrangement, and did not think anybody could have a monopoly 
of the kind, as all applicants have to undergo very strict examinations by the 
vice-consul-general, as well as the consul-general, besides proofs and guaranty 
must be produced before their certificates are visaed." I met Richardson again 
on his subsequent visit to Canton, and he told me that he had control of the 
Amoy end regarding Chinese immigration, and would like to know if it was not 
possible to make similar arrangements here. I told him that he may suc- 
ceed in doing business in small ports like Amoy, where the Tao Tai can do as 
he pleases, but in Canton, where there is a hoppo, or superintendent of Chinese 
customs, it is not only impossible but can not be done. He then told me that 
as to the Manila end he had a lawyer and somebody in the customs who will 
look after their landing, and assured me that unless Chinese immigrants are 
notified by him to his people in the customs there they will all be turned back, 
and he tried very hard to impress me with that idea, and my only reply was 
that the superintendent of customs is the party who issues the passport, and 
not the consulate. I know that Richardson never paid a cent eith^ to this 
consulate-general or to Consul-Genera 1 McWade, as I keep all the official as 
well as the private accounts of consul-general, and receive and make all pay- 
ments personally. I keep Consul-Genera 1 McWade's bank account, and pay all 
his bills, private and otherwise. Every letter that Richardson has written to 
the consulate-general on any subject, together with copies of the replies made 
thereto, is on file at this consulate-general, and can be produced at any time. I 
have no hesitation in solemnly swearing that Charles E. Richardson lied delib- 
erately in his statements that he has paid Consul-General McWade any money 
for passing or visaing the certificates of Chinese immigrants to Manila, and that 
Consul-General McWade demanded from Richardson the sum of 9250 for each 
immigrant I know that these statements are willful and wicked lies, and am 
at loss to account for Richardson's reason for making them. He never had a 
conference or interview with Consul-General McWade in which I was not 
present 

A. M. Place da Silya* 
Sworn and subscribed before me this 5th day of December, 1903. 

RUSSEL COLBGBOVE, 

United States Vice-Oonsul-Cfeneral, Canton, China, 



Statement of Mr, Lee Chee. 

I am the Interpreter and also the deputy to H. E. Hoppo Sheung, the superin- 
tendent of the Imperial maritime customs of Kwang Tung. About six monUis 
ago an American called Charles E. Richardson, came to see me and said he 
desired to have an interview with the hoppo on some business matters, and 
before doing so he wished to explain it to me. I told him that H. E., the hoppo, 
will certainly not see him. He then said, " I hold the monopoly in Amoy of 
sending Chinese immigrants to Manila, and no Chinese can go to the Philippines 
unless they come to me. I pay the taotai there, his fee, for each certificate 
Issued by him and he (taotai), agreeing not to issue any certificates to any- 
body else but myself. I have a resident partner in Amoy who looks after the 
business. Now, what I want is to have a similar arrangement made here with 
the hoppo, if possible, so that nobody can obtain certificate from Canton but 
myself. I am ready to pay the hoppo's fees, and besides a certain sum to you 
and others for each certificate Issued by the hoppo.** I then asked Richardson 
"what about the visa? Do you think the consul-general and the officials in 
Manila will agree to this?" Richardson replied that I will take care of that 
I then promised to give Richardson a reply in a few days, and he told me that 



INSPKOnON OF UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE ORIENT. 101 

he was going back to Hongkong that evening, and will probably return in a 
week's time. 

Two or three days afterwards I went to the American consulate and spoke to 
Mr. da Silva, the chief clerk, on the subject, and he replied that he knew noth- 
ing about Richardson's arrangement and that he did not think that anybody 
could make such arrangement, as all applicants have to undergo a very strict 
examination before the vice-consul-general, and then submit proof and guar- 
anty to the consul-general and go through another examination before their 
certificates are visaed at the consulate. I then informed Mr. da Silva that I 
wished to see the consul-general. Mr. da Silva immediately notified the consul- 
general, remarking that " if you are going to speak to the consul-general about 
Richardson he will surely not listen to you." After exchanging the usual greet- 
ing with the consul-general, I asked him if he knew a man by the name of 
Charles E. Richardson? The consul-general stared at me and said, " Richard- 
son is an unprincipled rascal." I immediately kept quiet and did not continue 
to speak on that subject 

Richardson called upon me once afterwards, saying that he was very busy 
and would call again, but never did so. 

Owing to my position as deputy to H. E. hoppo and my intimate relation with 
his yamen, I know nearly all transactions that go on there. I know that the 
Chinese immigrants who succeed in passing hoppo's office and obtaining hoppo's 
certificate, which they must have, before they go to the American consulate for 
vis6, only one certificate was ever procured by Richardson, and that was for a 
boy as student for the United States, the son of his compradore. It was pro- 
cured by Lum, the banker, and not even by Richardson himself. Neither Rich- 
ardson or any agent for him, has ever received any other certificate or passport 
from the hoppo or his yamen, either for the Philippine Islands, or any other 
port of the United States or its Territories. Neither he or anyone else could 
obtain a certificate for a coolie. Richardson has never had an agent in Canton 
for securing or passing Chinese emigrants for the Philippine Islands or else- 
where. If he had I would know It, because I know nearly all that goes on in 
Canton relating to the hoppo's office. Richardson has never had passed by the 
hoppo or anyone else in Canton, any Chinese merchants, travelers, students, 
teachers, or others either for the Philippines or elsewhere except the young boy 
of whom I have spoken. 

So far as paying the consul-general Is concerned, I never offered him any 
bribe, for everybody knows how stem and strict he is. 

I make this statement on oath, and am prepared to substantiate it at any 
time. 

Lee Chee. 

Sworn and subscribed before me this 7th day of Decemljer, 1903. 

Russell Colegrove, 
United States V ice-Consul-General, Canton, China, 



BiU of costs — Johnson Stokes and Master, solicitors, Hongkong. O. E, Richard- 
son. 

September 21, 1903. — Attending you on your calling with your partner in 
regard to your business in Amoy, and it appeared that you and another gentle- 
men — one in Amoy and one in Manila — had entered into a partnership in order 
to procure certificates from the Chinese Government to pass Chinese into the 
Philippines as merchants, scholars, and so forth, and that In order to obtain 
these certificates you had bribed or feed the Chinese officials and the American 
consul in Amoy ; that the Manila government had got wind of the whole matter, 
and sent a detective to Amoy, who had broken up a desk in which were kept 
your articles of partnership were mentioned the fees or bribes to the 
Chinese officials and to the .United States consul, and you wished to be advised 
as to your position in the matter. Conferring with you at length and advising 
that we thought that as what you had done consisted only of a breach of the 
Philippine laws, we did not think the Philippine government could obtain 
your rendition from the Chinese Government, but it might be possible for the 
United States consul to arrest you in any treaty port of China and send you 
down to the Philippines for trial, and that we were quite sure the Hongkong 
government would not deliver you up to the Philippine government for the 
alleged offense, and we were to write Messrs. Stokes and Prat to Inquire. 
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October 13. — Attending to you In calling as to whether the Philippine gov- 
ernment could extradite you for the offenses done by you and your copartner 
In Amoy; carefully considering correspondence from your partner in Manila, 
and engaged considerable time looking up law on the i)oint, and we come to 
the conclusion that what you had done partook of the nature of a forgery and 
that you could be extradited for the offense, and advising you and engaged 
four hours looking up law. 

October 11, — Attending you again in regard to this matter, and you decided 
to leave the colony for a short time. 

Attending the Portuguese consul to know whether there was any extradition 
treaty between Portugal and America. 

Attending United States consul, engaged considerable time with him looking 
up law and found there was no treaty but what Portugal would upon request 
extradite a criminal. 

October 21. — Attending Mr. Moore, on his calling, in long conference on your 
matter and his showing us a charge which had been prepared against your 
partner in Manila ; discussing with him at length as to your various offenses 
which could be put forward before the magistrate, which was that according 
to American law no forgery was committed unless the register to the forged 
document was forged, also that the offense did not take place in Manila, but in 
China. 

October 22. — Attending Mr. Moore and you further in reference on your case. 

November 5. — Attending you on your calling and you informed us that Mr. 
Shuster of Manila was now present in the colony and had arranged with 
Governor Taft for all charges against you in connection with this matter to 
be withdrawn and not proceeded with on your signing a statutory declaration 
showing in what way the American consuls at Amoy and Canton were impli- 
cated in the fraud, and you handed us a draft statement of what Mr. Shuster 
proposed you should make. 

Perusing same, etc., 



Consulate General of the UwrrED States, 

Canton, China, February 12, 190S, 
Chas. E. Richardson. Esq. 
Dear Sir : I will attend promptly to the alleged lekin squeeze at Fatshan. 
Very truly, yours, 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States Consul-GeneraL 



Consulate General o^ the United States of America, 

Canton, China, March 7, 1903. 
Chas. E. Richardson, Esq., Hongkong. 

My Dear Richardson : I have just received the inclosed dispatch from the 
San Ul magistrate. Tang, regarding the case of our* friend Compradore Chui 
Kok Hong. I will follow the case up, although the malefactors have absconded, 
and will make arranjjements for their arrest and punishment as soon as they 
appear In that locality or any other of which I may receive Information. 
Hoping to hear from you, very truly, yours, 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States Oonsul-General. 



Consular Service, United States of America, 

Canton, China, March 21, 190S. 
Chas. E. Richardson, Esq., Hongkong. 

My Dear Richardson: I have just received the Inclosed self-explanatory 
communication from His Excellency Viceroy Tak In re the squeeze of the Fat- 
shan lekln station on flour shipped by you. 

With regards to the case of your compradore, I had a conference with the 
magistrate on the subject, and he is to Inform me of the date of trial as soon 
as those robbers are arrested, so that I can be present In court and have them 
severely punished. 

Very truly, yours, Robert M. McWade, 

United States Consul-General, 
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Ck>N8nLAB Service, United States of America, 

Canton, China, July P, 190S. 
Char. E. Richardson, Esq., Hongkong. 

EsTKBMED Sib : I have just received your letter dated July 8, 1903, with inclo» 
ure of same date addressed to Charles R. Scott, manager International Banking 
Gorporatton, In re |1,000,000 loan. As soon as I hear from Scott I will com- 
municate with you. The fantoi sent me word yesterday that he did not think 
he will need the m<niey before October and insinuated that the Hongkong and 
Shanghai Bank had offered him the same loan at 5 per cent From inquiries I 
have made, I am disposed to believe the statements made by H. E. to be true. 
Very truly, yours, 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States Consul-Qeneral. 



Memo, from United States Consulate General, Canton, 

Messrs. Chas. E. Richardson & Co., Shanghai. 

Esteemed Sirs: In reply to your communication of September 7, 1903, I 
return herewith Nit Nam's note for 220 taels, as requested. 
Please acknowledge receipt of same at your convenience. 
I am, esteemed sirs, your obedient servant, 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States Consnl-OeneraL 
Canton, September 16, 190S, 



From H. E. Tak to the Hon, R. M. McWade, U. 8, Consul-Qeneral, 

Your Honor: On receiving your despatch and the enclosed petition from 
Chas. E. Richardson, an American citizen, complaining that since the begin- 
ning of the Chinese New Year, the soldiers of the lekin station at Fatshan 
have been levying a tax on their shipment of flour to that place of 10 cents per 
piculs, and the boatmen for this reason did not wish to accept their shipment 
to Fatshan unless they pay this squeeze and asking me to order the soldiers 
at that lekin station to stop at once their illegal squeeze and punish those who 
are guilty of it 

I immediately caused the lekin department to make a prompt investigation 
of it and to pimish the guilty parties, and I have now received through the said 
department the following petition from Ug Cho Yam, the deputy in charge of 
the lekin station at Fatshan : 

"In pursuance to Y. E.*s instructions I found that the lekin levies on all 
sorts of goods is usually payable to this station by various guilds (?) monthly 
and the station here has nothing to do with shipping lekin. The lekin levied 
from the flour guild (?) amounting to 14.4 taels per month has been paid up 
and forwarded to the head department There is some diflferenee between 
lekin and tax and as the flour shipped by Chas. E. Richardson is foreign goods, 
so the tax is levied by the custom-house and it will have nothing to do with 
this station, and that really the soldiers have never made any illegal squeeze 
on those American flours as alleged." 

It is rather worthy of belief that the soldiers of the lekin station at Fatshan 
have never made any illegal squeeze on the flour shipped by Chas. E. Richard- 
son, as the lekin is usually paid to that station by various guilds (?) monthly 
and it is not to be levied at the time of examining the goods. I have so re- 
plied to the said deputy. 

10th day 2d moon 29th year. 



From San Ui Tang to the Hon. McWade, U. 8, Consul-Gcticral 

Your Honor : I am in receipt of your dispatch and the enclosed petition from 
Chas. E. Richardson, of the Hammond Milling Co., of Canton and Hongkong, 
regarding the robbery case that took place in the house of their coiupradore, 
Chin Kok Hong, who is also the compradore of the Sperry Flour Co.. on the 
3rd day 10th moon last year at Sam Kong village, and in reply I have the honor 
to inform you that upon information received on the 8th day 10th moon from the 
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said Chin Kok Hong, I immediately communicated with the military officers 
and ordered runners and soldiers to trace the stolen goods and arrest the 
robbers. I have also caused the gentries (?) and elders (?) of Sum Lni 
village to have Chui Ah Wing seized and brought to trial at once, and as all 
the robbers and the said Chui Ah Wing have absconded, therefore no arrest 
could be made. Lately I have again urged the said officer and men, and 
also issued rewards for their immediate arrest and extended the time for the 
gentries and elders of Sum Lui village to have the said Chui Ah Wing brought 
up for trial and punishment to the full extent of the law. 
26th day 1st moon 29th yr. 



GOTOBEB 9, 1903. 
The Collector of Customs fob the Philippine Islands, 

(Through office of the Chief of the Secret Service), Manila, P. L 

Sib: My name is Carl Hard and my profession that of a detective in the 
Manila secret service bureau. On the 6th day of September, 1902, I left Manila 
on leave, with permission to visit Japan and China. On the 9th day of Septem- 
ber I took passage on the steamer Tartar for Yokohama. Among the other pas- 
sengers on the ship were Russell (3olgrove, formerly of the Philipphie Trans- 
portation and Construction CJompany, of Manila, and Mr. John P. McWade, 
United States consul at Canton. During the trip from Hongkong to Yokohama 
I became very well acquainted with both these persons, and especially with CJol- 
grove. One day — I believe it was between Kobe and Yokohama — ^we were 
seated on the promenade deck of the boat and Colgrove addressed himself to me 
about as follows : 

" Hard, I have just thought of a scheme. There is a whole lot of money in it 
if it can be carried through, and I am going to see what I can do in Washington 
toward perfecting it My scheme is this: If we can land 100,000 Chinos in 
Manila at a net profit of $100 a head, that will amount to quite a sum. I 
believe it can be done for that I am going to look into the matter ext^isively 
in Washington and see what can be done on that end. What do yon think 
of it? " 

I replied, ** It strikes nie as a pretty good scheme, Colgrove, and it certainly 
would be a big paying one if it can be carried through." 

He then said, " Well, you go ahead when you get to Manila and inquire around 
and look matters up and I will make investigations In Washington and cable 
what I find out" He asked me where he should cable me, and I told him " in 
care of the secret service bureau." 

During all the trip between Hongkong and Yokohama Colgrove and McWade 
were very intimate, and several conversations were had regarding the consular 
work at Canton. 

About four or five months ago I saw Colgrove In Manila and he told me that he 
had been appointed vice-consul at Canton, remarking that it was "a regular 
snap," and that he was very nicely situated in Canton. He invited me to visit 
him there on my way to Japan, and then said : " Hard, I was almost forced to 
accept that place up there. McWade and I talked about it a good deal on the 
way home, and when I got to New York my friends there insisted, and finally 
wired to Washington that I be appointed. McWade, as you know, is a jolly old 
fellow, and we have a fine time. I am the judge of the consular court and try 
all the cases. What do you think of me for a judge? " 

The above conversations which I have just related are given substantially 
and, in some instances, the exact words may not be quoted, but the import and 
general drift is the same. 

Respectfully, Cabl B. Habd, 

Detective J Manila Secret Service Bureau. 



Decembeb 23, 1903. 
The GovERiNOR of the Philippine Islands, 

Manila, P, I. 
Sir: Purauaut to your verbal instructions, I have the honor to submit the 
following information concerning one Russell Colegrove, vice-consul at Canton, 
China : 

The first information this office has been able to procure concerning Mr. 
Colegrove dates back to the early part of the year 1898, at which time he was 
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1 passenger agent in Seattle, Wash., for tbe steamship Columbia, which was in 
Aat year sold for debt by the sheriff. His reputation was that of a man 
addicted to drink, and he was known as being somewhat of a sport. He 
became involved with a young dance hall soubrette by the name of Petit Rosa, 
whose father is now chief of police of the Benguet district, under the name of 
Sol Berlinger. Owing to Mr. Colegrove's entanglement with this woman, it 
became necessary for him to raise funds for her, whereupon he gave her a 
check on a local bank, payment upon which was refused, as he had no funds 
deposited on which to draw. By his engaging manners and glib tongue he 
was enabled to avoid arrest. Shortly after this he was discharged from the 
employ of the steamship company and secured transportation on the steamer 
Columbia to Honolulu as an agent for a traveling show. He was in an intoxi- 
cated condition most of the time during the trip to Honolulu and struck one of 
the passengers, upon which he was placed in irons and so kept until the vessel 
arrived in port. 

In the early days of the American occupation of these islands he worked his 
passage on one of the army transports from Honolulu to Manila; while here, 
daring that period, he lived practically by his wits, and indulged his propensity 
for liquor to the fullest extent. One of his shady transactions was with Doctor 
Brodick, of the American dinig store, on the Escolta, whom he induced to 
advance him $C00 on a quarry deed. This money was supposed to have been 
advanced for the purpose of working the quarry and for the payment of the 
wages of native employees thereof ; but, instead of applying it to its legitimate 
use, it was spent for drink. The native employees in the quarry came in a 
body to Manila and reported the matter to Gen. Franklin Bell, who was at that 
time provost-marshal of the city. A detective was sent out to find Mr. Cole- 
grove, with instructions to arrest him should he refuse to present himself at 
the provost-marshal's office, which, however, proved to be an unnecessary 
measure to secure his presence there. He was informed by General Bell that 
unless he liquidated the accounts of these natives with the money which he 
had secured for this purpose he would be prosecuted to the fullest extent of the 
law and incarcerated in Bilibid Prison. Mr. Colegrove thereupon induced the 
Chinaman Ah Gong, well known in Manila as a capitalist, to lend him $500 on 
the pretext that it was needed for the development of this quarry. UiK)n 
securing this money, Colegrove purchased a ticket for Hongkong and embarked, 
it is believed, under an assumed name. * * * *Vs he was about to so embark 
a local detective of the Manila iH>lice force, by the name of Kay, served a war- 
rant on him. This warrant had l»een issued as Colegrove was attempting to 
•* jump " his board bill. Ui>on presentation of the warrant this bill was imme- 
diately paid and he left the islands. Other proprietors of hotels were seeking 
him with similar warrants, but were too late to secure him. 

I became acquainted with Colegrove in the spring of 1902, at Hongkong. China. 
He was then connected with the Philippine Transportation and Construction 
Company, of which Mr. Wheeler was the general manager. These two were on 
their way to Manila for the purpose of establishing a lighterage business, the 
lighters for which had been brought out from the United States and were being 
put together at Hongkong, subsequently being towed to Manila. In order to 
attend to the business of the firm, it became necessary for Mr. Wheeler to re- 
main in Hongkong. Mr. Colegrove was instructed to proceed to Manila to 
secure offices and take such other steps as were necessary in order to establish 
the business at this port. Just before his departure, and this is a circumstance 
which I personally recall, he went upon a protracted drunken spree, and disap- 
peared from sight for several days. His disappearance was reported to the 
local police force, and he was finally located in the garret of a hotel in a help- 
lessly drunken condition. After sobering up, he proceeded to Manila, where 
be continued indulging his appetite for strong drink to such an extent that the 
manager, Mr. Wheeler, was informed by letter of his disgraceful conduct 
Upon that gentleman's arrival in Manila Mr. Colegrove was immediately dis- 
cliarged, and soon after sailed for Hongkong. 

As to the subsequent actions of Mr. Colegrove, while en route to the United 
States, with particular reference to the relations which he at the time estab- 
lished with Mr. Robert McWade, consul-general at Canton, China, your atten- 
tion is invited to copy of a report made to the collector of customs for the Phil- 
ippine Islands, through office of the chief of the Manila secret service bureau, 
signed by Carl B. Hard, detective of said secret service bureau. Mr. Hard is 
per86nally known to me, and his reputation is that of a man of truth and 
Teracity. This report from Mr. Hard is believed to be of special lucv^xXsookRfe, 
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In view of subsequent developments in connection with the smuggling of China- 
men from Canton to Manila, and is transmitted herewith for your consideration. 
Many of the certificates of Chinamen who were forwarded by the Richardson- 
Ballantine-Miller combination were signed by Yice-Consul Colegrove. 

Mr. Colegrove was one of the promoters of the Philippine Transportation and 
Construction Company, which he assisted in organizing in 1001, shortly after 
his return to the United States from Manila. While In Washington, D. C, 
attending to the business of this company, before coming to the Orient, Mr. 
Colegrove went on a nine-days* drunk, and was discharged by Mr. Wheeler, gen- 
eral manager of said company. Owing to certain influence brought to bear 
on the company by the board of directors, which included friends and relatives 
of Mr. Colegrove, he was subsequently reinstated. His relations with the com- 
pany and actions after this last-named incident have been already related. 

In the spring of 1903, while on his way to the Orient with the appointment 
of vice-consul at Canton, he went upon a drunken spree on board of the 
steamer, which is believed to have been the Korea, and his behavior was such 
that his roommate requested the captain of the vessel to have him placed in 
another stateroom. This period of intoxication lasted during the entire voyage 
from Honolulu to Hongkong. While in Hongkong he went upon still another 
drunken spree in the American houses of prostitution, where he remained for 
several days. His conduct was so notorious that it reached the ears of Consul- 
Greneral McWade, who came down to Hongkong and took him back with him to 
Canton. His conduct while in Canton has been most disgraceful. His drunken 
sprees are of frequent occurrence, and the hotel proprietors there have been 
upon several occasions instructed by the consul-general to refuse drinks to Mr. 
Colegrove. 

On the night of July 3, 1003, be arrived in Manila from Hongkong on the 
S. S. Ro88€tta Maru. He was in such a dnmken condition upon his arrival at 
this post that it was not deemed safe to take him on the passenger launch, and 
he was therefore left on board the vessel over night to sober up. Upon this 
occasion, during a short stay in Manila, he went on still another spree, which 
resulted in his being obliged to go to the hospital. 

During Mr. Colegrove's comparatively short sojourn in Canton he became 
heavily interested in several enterprises, although a man without any capital 
whatsoever. He has promoted and organized at Canton a cold storage and ice 
company, of which he Is the president. I am also informed that he is the 
manager of a bank at that city which has recently negotiated a loan to the 
Chinese Government for a million taels. It is also stated that he has secured 
a concession from the Government to establish a wharf at Canton. It is gen- 
erally believed that In all of these enterprises he is backed by the money and 
influence of Consul-General McWade, who is a recognized power with the 
Chinese officials of his district. It is alleged that in view of the fact that Mr. 
McWade can not personally engage in these enterprises, Mr. Colegrove is his 
representative and mouthpiece. Your special attention Is invited to the coinci- 
dence that Mr. Colegrove's appointment to the position of vice-consul at Canton, 
under Consul-General McWade, followed his arrival In the United States of the 
same steamer with the consul-general, referred to In report of Mr. Carl B. Hard, 
transmitted herewith. This is a singular coincidence, as is also the fact that 
the Richardson-Ballantine-Mlller combination did not become active in smug- 
gling Chinamen from Canton to Manila until subsequent to the arrival of Mr. 
Colegrove at Canton as vice-consul. 

In closing this report I wish to quote statement of the person from whom 
most of the above information has been received and who has known Mr. Cole- 
grove since 1898, to the effect that " he is a man devoid of all respect, a low- 
down drunkard, and I would not believe him under oath." ' 

The foregoing statement concerning Mr. Colegrove and his career have been 
gleaned from various sources, but with the exception of such incidents as have 
been personally known to me I can not vouch for their truthfulness. The gen- 
eral reputation, however, of the man In Manila, combined with these statements 
and his reputation In Hongkong and Canton, present such a strong array of 
circumstances that this office believes an Investigation of Mr. Colegrove and his 
methods would reveal such a condition of affairs as would result In his removal 
from the position that he now occupies. 

Awaiting your further Instructions, if any. In this matter, this report is 
submitted. 

Respectfully, F. S. Cairns, 

Surveyor of Customs for the Philippifie Islands. 
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Strictly confidential.] Consulate-General of the United States, 

Oimton, OMna, January 14, 190i. 
Hon. LuKZ E. Wright, 

Cfovemor-Cteneral, Manila, P. I. 

Dear Goternor Wright : I have Just received the following characteristically 
kind letter from my good friend, Hon. Edwin H. Conger, United States minister 
at Peking. I thought you*d like to read it, so I send a copy of it to you, 
confldentiklly. ^. 

The frequent recent outbreaks on the line of the American Canton-uankow 
Railroad keep me eternally "on the go." The actual existing conditions at 
some points, like Ko Tang and Chai Bin, lead me to the strong belief that we 
have ugly trouble ahead of us, and that at an early date. It will not, however, 
find us altogether unprepared. 

Owing to the strict enforcement of my " Regulations for the guidance of mis- 
sionaries ** the missionary troubles and bloody clan fights are fast disappearing. 
There are, of course, occasional hasty quarrels between ** the Roman " and other 
converts and their pastors, but with a little tactful handling I am invariably 
able to bring about harmony and friendly relations. You may remember that I 
spoke to you about those " Regulations " and their wholesome effect. They 
have been approved by the State Department, and all of our consuls in China . 
have been instructed to use them as a guide. The Wai-Wu-Pu (Chinese foreign 
office) has also indorsed them and ordered all viceroys and their subordinate 
ofllcials to observe them In their respective localities. 

Won't you please remember Isabel and me to Mrs. Wright? 

With best wishes for you and yours for the coming year and for all time, 
I am, sincerely and gratefully, yours, 

Robert M. McWade. 



Legation of the United States of America, 

Peking, China, December SO, 190S, 
Dear Mr. McWade: Your recent confidential communication concerning the 
nasty newspaper charges about consular inspection of Chinese immigrants for 
Manila was duly received. 

I have been overwhelmed with work, or it should have been acknowledged 
sooner. It seems to me you are paying altogether too much attention to this 
matter. You might simply have denied the vile slander, and, no proof being 
possible, the charge would have died stillborn. However, you have most thor- 
oughly shown up the slanderer and will probably have no more trouble from 
them. 

Wishing that ail the New Year's blessings may come to you and yours In 
largest measures, 

I am, very sincerely, yours, E. II. Conger. 



Office of the Collector of Customs 

lOR the Philippine Islands, 

Manila, January 22, 1901 

The Acting Governor of the Philippine Isi^nds. 

Manila. P. I. 
Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith the report of Mr. J. A. Glover, 
secret-service operative of this custom-house, in which he relates in detail the 
capture of the Chinaman, Ho San, who, it is believed, was landed illegally in 
the Philippine Islands. I also transmit herewith stenographic report of ques- 
tions asked Ho San, and his answers thereto. As he, under stands neither 
Spanish nor English, the questions were put to him in Chinese through an 
interpreter, who submitted them in writing, the answers being taken In a sim- 
ilar manner. (See manuscript, transmitted herewith, signed by Wong Choy, 
interpreter, and Ho San.) The merchant's certificate upon which he landed, 
signed by Robert M. McWade, consul-general at Canton, is also transmitted. 
Your attention is specially invited to the statements made to Mr. Glover by Ho 
San and subsequently repeated to me. with reference to the fact that he was 
charged $270 for his certificate and that the money was paid direct to the United 
States consul. 
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Pursuant to your verbal instructions, I have secured a list of all the China- 
men who have landed at the port of Manila on merchants* certificates from 
Canton in the year 1903. With respect to this list, your attention is invited to 
the coincidence that the dates of landing correspond with the time during which 
a concerted effort was Ijeing made illegally to land Chinamen in the Philippine 
Islands. The operations of Messrs. Page, Le Due, and Ballantine began in the 
early spring, and the combination of Richardson and Miller and Ballantine was 
broken up by the secret-service operatives of the customs service in the month 
of September following. 

Two letters written to me by Charles B. Richardson, dated January 4 and 6, 
respectively,. are transmitted herewith, in which he alleges to have discovered 
certain evidence implicating the consul-general at Canton in illegal trans- 
actions and offering to produce one J. D. Gillilan, who is the oonsul-generars 
accusor. As expressed to you verbally, I have no doubt, personally, as to the 
guilt of Consul-General McWade. I am convinced that if an investigation of 
his office is instituted by the State Department, along certain lines that can be 
suggested by me, a condition indicating flagrant irregularities will be estab- 
lished which will warrant wholesale removals in the personnel of the con- 
sulate. Your attention is respectfully invited to that portion of Mr. Richard- 
son's letter of January 4, which related to the threats of Consul McWade 
should the former go to Canton. I am personally cognizant of the fact that both 
Governor Taft and Mr. Shuster promised Richardson protection from McWade 
if he would come to Manila and tell all that he knew concerning the operations 
of the Chinese smugglfqg gang. I respectfully suggest that representations be 
made by you to Consul McWade that he must not interfere with Mr. Richardson 
on any business in which he may be legally engaged. 
Very respectfully, 

F. S. Caib.ns, 
Surveyor of Customs for the Philippine Islands. 



Hongkong, January 4, 1904. 

My Deab Mb. Caibns : Wired you re new evidence Canton and received 
answer. See letter. I expected to get your letter off the 8ung Kiang. None 
came. 

I had intended sending the party down to Manila per Rosetta, but he was 
taken ill and now lies seriously ill in Peak Hospital with pleuro-pneumonia. 

His charges are sensational. I had heard of them before. It is as I said ; if 
it is investigated in Canton the rottenness will be displayed thoroughly. There 
are many soreheads up there. 

Inclosed herewith an editorial from the Hongkong paper. McWade forced me 
to give over $500 to this relief. It shows how he likes to hog the whole credit 
of the matter. 

It seems to be public property here that McWade was ordered t6 Manila. 
General Bragg knew about it. McWade held the steamer three hours so he 
could catch it to Manila. So he left in a great hurry. I also learned he tried 
to bril)e certain parties to give false affidavits regarding me, and I think in one 
case he got it. 

He has talked about me down here, and says if I go to Canton he will put me 
In the Canton Jail, and is but waiting the chance. 

If he is not going to lose his position I at least want protection from his 
threats. I know full well what he would do. I wish to go to Canton, but do 
not dare to do so. It seems strange that I must fear what a countryman of 
mine will do. I can go to America, Manila, and any place else in the world, but 
dare not go to Canton because I told the truth. 

I wish you would advise me, if you can do so ; it makes it extremely hard for 
me here. 

I have done a nice business since my return. Put in some last evening and 
expect more to-day. There is no doubt in my mind re war between Japan and 
Russia. At least Russia must give in or go to war. Every endeavor is being 
made ; a very strong fleet is being gathered here. 
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Ck>lgroTe is a busted amnesty, so I learn. He already owes large debts in 
Canton, so I am told. 

If you can let me know how matters are with Miller and Ballantine and 
advise me re McWade I will still be more under obligations than I am at pres- 
ent When you or your good wife come here I expect to show my appreciation. 

Wishing your wife and your good self a happy and prosperous New Year, I 
remain, wiUi best regards. 

Sincerely, yours, Chas. E. Riohabdson. 



Hongkong, Jamuary 6, J 904, 

8iB : Yours of December 29, 1003, just at hand. 

The party I refer to is one Jolm D. Gillilan, an American citizen. He went 
to Canton some months ago to do a hard-wood business from Borneo. 

McWade took liim up at once (I know this myself) and entered into a deal 
with him, together with Colgrove. As time went on, Gillilan found that he was 
being put off day by day, and at last found out from the Chinese that they were 
told by the consulate to not do anything with him, and in the meantime tlie 
consulate sent down to Borneo a Portuguese and a Chinese to do the business 
for them. 

Mr. Gillilan claims to have letters and memorandums from McWade in refer- 
ence to this business. Besides this he claims to have one item which be will 
not tell me. 

He further charges McWade with unnatural crimes which I do not care to 
write down. He claims to have proof of same. I had heard of this before. Gil- 
lilan was most intimate with McWade, and he, Colgrove, and Silva eat at the 
same table always. McWade got him to sign an affidavit re myself which 
McWade might have displayed in Manila. 

McWade, wtien he left Hongkong for Manila, told Gillilan to meet him on his 
return at the Hongkong Hotel and he would then close all matters with him, 
but instead of doing this McWade went from the Oaelic to the Canton steamer 
without coming ashore, and the steamer did not sail until 5 p. m., and he left 
Oaelic at 10 a. m. 

I had Intended last Saturday to have Gillilan go to Manila and have you see 
him and take his deposition, as he wishes to return to Canton ajid close the 
business when McWade is removed, but on Friday night he was removed to the 
Peak Hospital, suffering from a critical attack of pleuro-pneumonia, and he now 
lies there in a serious condition. If he survives until Friday or Saturday he 
will recover, and the doctor thinks he can leave in about a week or ten days 
more. I saw him two days ago and he was very, very ill. He told me he 
would not die until he told on McWade and added ** his spike," and could come 
to Canton and do his business without being thrown down. 

A friend of mine here (American) also stated to me a couple of days ago 
that a little while ago he wanted McWade to do something for him and offered 
to pay him. McWade said, " Oh, I can not take money from you, but you pay it 
to so and so.*' 

When Gillilan leaves I will wire you the steamer name and you put him on 
the grill. He will then tell everything. McWade, Colgrove, and Silva freely dis- 
cussed my case and relations with him and the probable evidence I had given. 
I sincerely hope he will survive. 

If the consulate be investigated I will bring many sorts of evidence. At 
present the poor Chinese are afraid to say anything, as they are afraid of los- 
ing their heads. But even here I could take your secret-service man and get his 
testimony how McWade asked a Chinese and myself for presents when once 
seeing him. In Canton there are many cases. 

I have heard nothing re Ballantine and Miller. What is the result? 

I trust I will have Gillilan to you. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, Chas. E. Richardson. 

To Hon. F. S. Caibns. 

P. S., 11 a. m. — ^This morning Gillilan is much better. Every hope now, unless 
complications come up. 

C. B. R. 
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Office of the Collector of Customs 

FOB THE PHttlPPINE ISLANDS, 

Manila, January i, 190Ji. 

Sir : I have to report as follows : 

On December 27, 1903. I received information that a Chinaman by the name 
of Chan Yee Ngon, believed to be illegally in the Philippine Islands, was on 
the island of Malahi, working as a carpenter in the construction of the prisons 
on that island. Pursuant to instructions, I proceeded to Malahi. Upon arrival 
I looked over the Chinamen employed there, but could not find the above-named 
one. I questioned all of them as to how long they had been in these islands, 
and found that they all gave a good report excepting the man Ho Sam. He 
could not answer me, and told his uncle, who was the foreman carpenter there, 
to answer for him. Wong Choy, my Chinese interpreter, told me what he had 
said. I at once told the uncle not to answer any questions until I had asked him. 
I then directed my questions to Wong Choy, and when he put them to Ho 
Sam he could not answer. I at once sent the uncle away, and this Chinaman 
Ho Sam Wong Choy sat down and had a long conversation. Ho Sam finally 
admitted that he had entered t))e Philippine Islands illegally; that he was 
not a merchant and had never been one: that his uncle told him it would be 
better for him to go to Manila, where he could make money : that he told his 
uncle he had no money to go with; that his uncle replied that he would let 
him have the necessary funds to go with, and said that the amount would be 
$270 ; that his uncle then sent him to a clerk, whose name he had forgotten, at 
the American consulate in Canton; that this clerk told him that he could put 
him through to Manila, and that for such purpose he would give him a long 
coat to wear, for the reason that the American consul there, at Canton, was 
particular to see that those who were sent to Manila should look like mer- 
chants ; that this clerk informed him that when he went into the office of the 
American consul he should salute him ; that he did so, and that then the consul 
told the clerk to ask him to sit down, which he did; that the consul told him 
that it would cost him $270 to go to Manila, and that he should bring the money 
to the office of the consul when he should come for his passport or certificate; 
that at this interview there was in the office of the consul the clerk, a Portu- 
guese, and the interpreter ; that the consul told the clerk to tell me what to say 
at Manila, and that I was to read on the back of the certificate and learn every- 
thing that I should say. so that I would have no trouble in getting into Manila ; 
that on his second visit to the American consulate, when he went to get his 
certificate, he gave the American consul there $270, and that the interpreter 
and clerk were present at that time, and that on the same day the clerk 
brought him a steamer ticket to go to Manila; that the American consul was 
an elderly man ; that he was a tall man, and that he had a round, red face 
and wore a mustache. 

While I was at Malahi Wong Choy said to me that I had better have this 
Chinaman Ho Sam locked up, as he was liable to attempt to escape. I at 
once went to the commanding officer there and asked him if it were possible 
for a Chinaman to get off the island without his knowledge. He said that 
it was not possible. Later. I again went to the commanding officer and told 
him I thought it was possible for a Chinaman to get away by giving a signal, 
which is often done there, from which place Chinamen very often go over to 
a little barrio close by. The commanding officer then had this Chinaman Ho 
Sam placed in confinement This was about 6.30 o'clock. At 7 o'clock a banca 
came to Malahi, which, upon being commanded to stop, failed to do so and was 
fired upon, one native thereon being shot through the shoulder. His compan- 
ion, the other occupant of the banca, was then placed in the guardhouse, await- 
ing trial. 

I had left Manila for Malahi on the morning of the 28th of December, ultimo, 
at 6.30 o'clock, and returned to Manila on the evening of the 29th at 6 o'clock, 
bringing with me this Chinaman Ho Sam, whom I immediately placed in San 
Fernando police station, where he remained until the morning of the 3l8t 
Complaint and warrant have been sworn out for him. 
Respectfully, 

J. A. Gloveb, 
Secret Service Operative, Manila Customs Bureau. 



nrsPEOnoN of united states consulates in the orient. Ill 

Testimony of Ho 8an, 

« 

Office of the Surveyor of Customs for the Philippine Islands, 

Manila, P. /., December 31, 1903. 
Wong Choy, Interpreter. 

By Mr. Cairns : 
Q. What Is your name? — A. Ho San. 

.Q. Where do you live when In China?— A. I live at Canton, Province San Wi 
city — ^the place Yee Hlng Lee. 

Q. What is your occupation in China? — A. I made brick and I was a car- 
penter. 

Q. How did you come to the Philippine Islands ; where did you get your cer- 
tificate, etc.? — ^A. I have got a cousin, and he told me that Lem Chun Sam was" 
the agent for the American consul and that the American consul would make 
my paper. 

Q. Who made out your passport — your certificate? — A. I have been to 
American consul. They ask me what name and how old and where you live and 
take my measure — how high — and after finish told me wait about two weeks* 
time and you come again and get the paper. 

Q. Who was it that did all this — what man ; the American consul, or who? — 
A. I went there get my paper ; I don't know who make it ; and when I get my 
paper the interpreter told me I was to talk all that was in that certificate and 
it was all right Lem Chun Sam told me that American consul told me to say 
that 

Q. Did you see the American consul, and, if so, where did you see him? — 
A. Yes ; in Canton, and Lem Chun Sam take me and I went to American eon- 
sui's oflSce. 

Q. What did the interpreter tell you to do when you went before the American 
consul? — A. Lem Chun Sam take me to see the American consul and told me 
I talk how old, what place I live and no other (?) question, and told me to 
salute. 

Q. What did the American consul say to you? — A. American consul ask me 
what name and before what your occupation, and after finish he say what place 
you want go. and I say I want go Manila. He say perhaps you can't go to 
Manila, but I make paper prove you can go. 

Q. How much money did you pay the American consul when you got your 
certificate? — A. He make this paper. Lem Chun Sam agent. American consul 
want me pay $280 ; I say I can't give $280, and Lem Chun Sam, he was agent, 
he told me " You pay $270, and you pay paper money — ^banknote. 

Q. Did you pay $270, and, if so, did you pay it to the American consul? — A. I 
pay my money and I get my paper. Lem Chun Sam, the American consul, and 
the clerk all together in office when I paid the money. After I paid the 
money they gave me the certificate, and American consul told me to give my 
name and then American consul signed it at the bottom himself. 

Q. How much money did you put into the hand of the American consul when 
you got your certificate? — A. I paid him $270 ; $270 was paper money. 

Q. What did you do to get ready to go to the consul? Did you put on new 
clothes, and, if you did so, who told you to do so. and who gave you such 
clothes? — A. Lem Chun Sam told me. He lend me the long coat, and took me 
to see American consul, and after finish he took long coat away from me. 

Q. Did Lem Chun Sam tell you that you must go in to the American consul 
looking like a merchant, and not like a cooly? — A. American consul told me 
" in order to get to Manila you have to put long coat." 

Q. What kind of a looking man is the American consul? — ^A. American con- 
sul's face was big and he was tall fellow and a stout man and had a moustache. 

Q. What kind of moustache; what color? — A. Gray moustache. 

Q. Was the other in the consul's office a Portuguese? — A. The clerk was a 
Portuguese. 

Q. Do you know other Chinamen that paid money to the American consul? — 
A. I don't know, but when I go back I will ask Lem Chun Sam if anybody paid 
money to the American consul. 

Q. Did the consul ask you if you were a merchant? — A. Yes ; American con- 
sul ask me if I had business, and I told the American consul that I had had 
business, but that I then had no more business, but I want to go to Manila. 

Q. Did the American consul ask you how much money you were worth? — 
A. The American did not ask me at all. 

Bdwabd H. Murphy, Stenoffrapher. 



112 INSPECTION OF UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE ORIENT. 

List of section 6 certificates, act of Congress July 5, 1884f received from Canton, 
China, at Manila, during 190S. 
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LiM ofdeetUm 6 certificates, ad of Congress July 5, 1884y received from Canton, China, at 
Manila, during i^iJ— -Continued. 



volar: 

Wo. I 



Nune, 



£44 i 



fin 
sag 

8D& I 



Kwttn Chon ...... ..,*.. . 

CMw Kok VbeoEg . 

WongBo Ylt „ 

Chan HfJOUK Siw 

Fouk Foon KftEQ. *_*„__ 

CbAn Lin 

Yen 8lw „-......-..._, 

Ham Yen ,^ , ._ 

Liil Kgok .......,..«,„ 

Chan Hoot^^ Tak... 

Gbait Fun^ ..*.-,*-^-___ 



Steamer. 



&QI1 KlKtltf . 

...do...... 

do 

» I dc..„ 

ST do,.,.,. 



Loonj 



Rian 



8t)ii Kiang 

Bohilla mkm . 

Zftflro 

Sun Kia>Qg-.<^ 
Btibl. 



D&te. 



Action 
taken. 



Sept^sa 
„„do.,. 
....do... 

....do... 
.,..do... 

Oct. 5 
Oct. 10 
Bept.lt 
S^tlS 
Kov ^ 
Den. 1& 



BeJ«cted. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Da. 

Do. 

Dol 

Do. 
Landed. 

Do. 
Rejected. 
Lftnd^. 



TURNED OVER TO INSULAR SURVEYOR. 





Chan Sinff ^ 




l^^illA Mftrn 


June 29 
....do... 


Landed. 




LeQDffWih 




do 


Do. 




Wong Chin 




do 


.-..do... 


Do. 















TURNED OVER TO SECRET SERVICE DIVISION. 



HoSan Yuenaang 



Aug. 31 Landed. 



In addition to the above, three (3) Chinese from Canton, whose certificates 
have evidently been withdrawn from the office files. 

Envelope No. 3, Re Chas. E, Richardson d Co,, 

R. July 26/02. McV7. 

Canton, July 26, 1902. 
Hon. R. M. MoWade, 

V. 8. Consul, Canton. 
Deab Sib: As I do not like to bother you too much, I merely write this to 
find if you have received an answer or not? If not I shall remain over until 
Monday evening. 

If it would be possible for you to request an answer to this first step by 
Monday morning I should be truly obliged. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richabdbon. 
P. S. — If there is an answer I will call and see you. 

C. B. R. 
No answer. 

MCV^ADE. 



R. July 29/02. McW. 

Canton, July 28, 1902. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

V. 8. Consul, Canton. 

Deab Sib: As I must, to-day, leave for Hongkong and as I entertain the 
notion that the commissioner of customs will refuse to forego the duty (on 
American flour) known as " Su Ho " and " Kwa Ho," on shipments made to 
interior points, I thought the following items might be of interest : 

Up to one month ago or so flour could be shipped to any place in the two 
Kwang Provinces without the payment of any duty or import 

Bat witliin this time the demand has been made for this duty and paid by all 
other flour firms but ourselves. However, as the balance of the trade was in 
the hands of the Germans this condition is not surprising. But our refusal 
has stopped our business and as we must now start to ship again we will pay 

H. Doc 6d5, 69-1 8 
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this duty, but will enter at the same time a protest and file one at the same 
time with you. 

I know full well that our executive and legislative branches of Government 
will not tolerate such subterfuges, etc., juggling, in other words. 

The understanding of the mill representatives in Hongkong, and as far as I 
know the mills at home, is that after the " Boxer '* trouble flour was to be 
free into China, and I can not see how the commissioner can claim that some 
of the destinations of our flour is not in China when it may only be ten miles 
away from the city. 

I might call your attention also to the fact that foreign rice goes into the 
interior without any duties or imports, and as the matter of rice and flour was 
recently settled in Peking, in fact, at the same time, the privileges of one 
should apply to the other. 

Once the point of this duty was gained by the customs it would be the signal 
for further cunningly contrived imports. 

Therefore, realizing your great care of American trade interest here, we beg 
of you, on receipt of the customs refusal, to at once telegraph to the State 
Department at Washington the facts and ask them to demand from the proper 
parties in China an instant withdrawal of this duty. 

In other words, that if flour is free of duty into China it must be so. 

Thanking you for past favors, we remain, 

Your obedient servant, Chas. E. Richabdson & Co. 



(R. July 28/02. I do not think he has money enough to carry through this 
marble business — as he asserted this morning. Watch closely and get ample 
security, so that American name can't be hurt McW.) 

Canton, July 28, 1902. 
Private.] 
Hon. R. M. McWade, Canton. . 

Deab Sib : In reference to the matter talked of this morning. 

I herewith bind myself to make everything satisfactory to you in the matter. 

During my absence in Hongkong, Mr. Fung Hung has charge of our business 
and also that of Messrs. Denroche & Co., which we own. On request from you 
he will at once call and see you, and when my presence is necessary, he will 
telegraph me to come and I will come the same night. 

Re Junks. I wish you would get an opinion from the conunissioner of cus- 
toms as to whether American owned junk sailing under American flag, can 
trade to any ports, villages, or cities in the two Kwang Provinces, and if not, 
by what treaty is this right nonexistant 

This is almost the vital point of the whole question. I can undertake the 
matter if this can be assured. It presents great difficulty otherwise. 

In any matter of moment send for me at once. I am anxious to get a quick 
decision. You can also write to me al)Out it if you choose. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richardson. 

Return, for your kindness to me, many thanks. 

C. E. R. 



Canton, July 29, 1902. 
The honorable Commissioner of Customs, Canton. 

Dear Sir: We are to-day paying the east and west fort duty on the flour 
which you have detained at the east fort station. 

But in doing this, kindly note that we do this under protest, as we do not 
admit the right of the custom-house to collect this fee, and we will also hold 
them, if the case is settled in our favor, for the demurrage caused by this action 
on the part of the native customs or your imperial maritime customs. 
Kindly note that I am noting this also with the American consul. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richardson & Co. 



Canton, July 28, 1902. 

The honorable Commissioner of Customs, Canton. 

Dear Sir : I beg to notify you, as the head of the imperial maritime customs 
and also the native customs, that from this date on we will be daily or so ship- 
ping flour to the interior. We will pay the east and west fort duty on these 
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shipments, but kindly note that we do this under protest. We do not admit that 
this duty is chargeable against flour. This protest is to cover all shipments 
made from this date. 

We are sending a copy of this letter to the American consul at this port to file. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richardson & Ck). 



July 29, 1902. 
i*. A. MoBGAN, Esq., Comm. 

Sir: On July 25, 1902, I called at your office to see you on official business 
and was told that you were absent at Macao. As the business was urgent I 
decided to place it before D. C. Johnson, to whom I handed the follg. self- 
explanatory letter, which I had received that uiorniug. After reading over the 
foregoing letter Mr. Johnson courteously informed me that he would write to 
me at length at an early date and advise me fully of the facts covering the tax 
payments, etc. 

On Saturday night, the 26th Inst., Mr. Johnson was attacked with dengue 
fever, and Mr. Srevedon (?) asked me on his behalf, the following day, if it 
would be convenient for me to wait for a few days until Mr. J.*s recovery, when 
he would be happy to send me back any original letter, together with hia 
answer. I answered Mr. Srevedon that the proposition would suit, and I ac- 
cepted It in good faith. This morning I received the following communications : 

(Insert (?) .) 

On the chit book I noted my expectation of a reply, and later, on the same 
date^ I received the following : 

(Insert (?) .) 

I am desirous at all time of maintaining kindly relations with the customs 
d^artment, whilst (?) (????) by every means within my power the interest 
of my nation (?). It was with such a puri)ose in view that I made arrange- 
ments, owing to your absence In Macao, with D. C. Johnson for (????) the 
(???) inspection (?). I have now placed the within subject before you have 
apparently taken the matter out of the hands of Mr. J. I ask you In all 
courtesy to send me the desired Information, and to instruct your subordinates 
not to interfere unjustifiably with the cargoes of flour belonging to American 
merchants. 

I protest against any and all unjustifiable interferences with and illegal 
traction upon cargoes of American flour owned by A. M. and consigned to pur- 
chasers here and in other ports of this consular jurisdiction. 

With assurances of esteem, I am, sir, 

Y. V. T.. 

U. 8. C, 



Customhouse, Canton, 29 July, 1902, 
Dear Mr. McWade: As Mr. Johnson has unfortunately been laid up, the 
enclosed despatch to your address, and which you had handed in for his perusal, 
was not returned ere this. I now have the pleasure of returning It, with best 
thanks. Hoping you are keeping well, and free of the prevailing fever, 
I remain yours, sincerely, 

J. D. LOUREIRY. 



Custom-House, 
Canton, 29 July, 1902. 
Drar Mr. MgWade: With reference to the remark made by you In my chit 
book this fbrenoon, the Commissioner would be extremely obliged if you could 
let him know " what reply " It Is you expect. 

Yours, sincerely, J. VT, liov^^sxsx. 
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Canton, July 25, 1902. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

U, 8. Consul, Canton. 

Dear Sib : We beg to advise you that the custom officials are Insisting upon 
the payment of a tax or fee, known as Su Ho and Kwa Ho (Chinese writing), 
upon our flour shipments. 

They have not only done this, but they have Instructed all junk masters to 
refuse to carry flour as cargo unless it has paid the above-mentioned tax. 

Some three days ago they stopped a shipment of ours to Woo Cheung (Chi- 
nese writing) near Whampoa, and this cargo still remains in the custom-house 
Oodowns at Tung Pan Toi (Chinese writing). 

We have orders from many places amounting in all to many thousand bags, 
which we cannot ship now on account of these actions. The moon cake season 
is now on, which is the best flour period of the year — thus the delay is partic- 
ularly trying. 

Furthermore. I have placed orders at home for GO,(X)0 bags for this market, 
and I will be placed in a most disagreeable position if I must pay illegal taxes 
at will and call of those who care little, and are opposed to the extension of 
American commerce. 

Therefore we beg you to exert your valuable powers to secure the release of 
this detained flour, and also to prevent and frustrate in the future all unjust 
and illegal discrimination against a large, profitable, and growing branch of 
American trade. 

If it is necessary we can arrange for the Sperry Flour Co., the Portland Flour 
Mills, Stockton Milling Co., and ourselves, on behalf of Novelty Mill Co., Ham- 
mond Milling Co., Tacomalpain Co., and M. Stevens & Co., to send cables to head 
offices to take Joint action at Washington, but I trust this expense will be 
unnecessary. 

If this matter can be arranged at once we can at once commence shipping, 
and I can return to Hongkong, where I am wanted badly. Also I wi5h to 
bring here at once some shipment ex S. S. Victoria and Duke of Fife. 

We also beg to advise you that we now control the business of Messrs. 
Denroche & Ck)., and as soon as the accounts can be adjusted we assume control. 

Trusting that you may get immediate settlement of these troubles, we remain. 

With many thanks for past favors. 

Tours, very truly, Chas. E. Righabdson & Co. 

July 31, 1902. 
Chas. E. Righabdson & Co., 

H. K*g. 
Esteemed Sibs : I have Just received the enclosed communication from Com- 
missioner Morgan, of the Chinese imperial customs. 
Awaiting your further statements thereon, I am, 

J. O. S. 

U. 8. C. 



Custom-House, 
Canton, SI, July 1902. 
To ROBEBT M. McWade, Esq., 

U. 8. Consul, Canton. 

Sib: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your communication of the 
29th inst, having reference to certain ** illegal taxes" alleged to have been 
levied on some flour belonging to the American flrm, Messrs. Richardson & Co. 

In reply I beg to inform you that I have made careful enquiry into this case 
and flnd that the sums levied on Messrs. Richardson & Co.*s cargo are only such 
as, for many years past, have been levied on all similar cargo belonging to other 
merchants who avail themselves of native transport for conveying their goods 
inland and do not take out a transit pass, and that the charges are perfectly 
in order and In accordance with treaties and regulations. 

Under these circumstances, I trust that you will agree with me in thinking 
that Messrs. Richardson & Co.'s intemperate accusations of " unjust and Illegal 
discriminations " on the part of the customs are scarcely Justiflable. 

Perhaps Messrs. Richardson & CJo. are not aware that flour, though not liable 
to import duty, has to pay transit or likin dues (as the owner may elect) when 
being conveyed inland. 

Hoping I have made this matter clear to you, I have the honor to be, 
Sir, your obedient servant, 

F. A. MOBOAN, 

Commi99Umer of 0u9tom9. 
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HoNOKONO, Aug. 4th, 1902, 
Hon. R. M. MoWaihb, 

U. 8 Comulf Canton, 

Dkab Sib: Yours of Slat ult, enclosing copy of customs commissioner reply 
at hand. 

Therein he states **tbat the sums levied are only such as, for many years 
IMst, have he«i levied on all similar cargo (presumably flour) belonging to 
other merchants who avail themselves of native transport" C. E. R. 

This U not so if it refers to flour. Up to within one month ago Messra 
Denroche & Ck>., which firm we control, never paid any duties of any nature 
on flour shipp^ to interior of China. I understand that Messrs. Pustan & Ck>. 
and East Asiatic Trading Ck>., did not either. Upon the accession of the com- 
missioner to the charge of the native customs, he commenced charging these 
taxatfbns or duties, and which we claim are not chargeable against flour as 
the new treaty says flour is free of duty into China. China is China, and if the 
Ania*ican people knew they were fooled and Juggled they would not stand it 
What was the use of all the protests made to Washfbgton when Europe, in its 
love for American commerce proposed a ten per cent duty on flour, if on the 
other hand duties can be levied at the will of a single individual or czar. 
Such protests would be without purpose. Flour in China is free now and will 
be. In the meantime we pay, yielding tho' under protest until the American 
Goyemment says to the Chinese Government treaties must be observed. 

I now ask you to wire your protest of this newly levied duty charge to the 
State Department informing them that it has only been levied on American 
firms during the past month, and is on flour passing thro' Canton to interior. 
That protest against its charge has been lodged with you. 

If on the receipt of this you do not think it right to wire protest kindly let 
me know, and all the representatives of American flour mills will wire respective 
principals their protest and in turn they will wire protests to Washington by 
themselves and their respective chambers of commerce and other sources of 
influence. 

They all wish to do that now, as I have mentioned before, but I would rather 
yon gain the point than cause this long method, but if an assistant to you in 
your contention on our behalf we will do it at once. 

Be expression ** illegal taxes " and " unjust discriminations against American 
trade." These must stand, for if the commissioner had not exacted these duties 
they would not have been necessary to call names, as he levied them by his 
instructions and as we claim they are discriminatory and illegal they are Just 
what was before stated " discriminating " and " illegal " and " unjust." 

I hereby again deny that these East and West Fort duties have ever been paid 
by Messrs. Denroche & Co. in over two years of operation, except within the past 
month. 

Kindly advise me what you will now do. 

Yours, very truly, Chas. E. Richabdson & Co. 



Hongkong, Aug, 11th, 1902, 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

U. 8. Consul, Canton. 
Dbab Sib : In view of your opinion that our contention is not too well founded, 
I would suggest that you let the matter rest without further action if you believe 
this best 

We are arranging our protest to home mills, and will let you know the text 
later on. 
Thanking you for your past trouble in this matter, remain, 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richabdson. 



Prlyate.] Hongkong, Aug, 12, 1902. 

Hon. R. M. McWade, Canton. 

Dkab Sib: I expect to shortly be in Canton and then adjust matters of mo- 
ment between us. 

There arrived here from San Francisco a Chinese whose opinion was neces- 
sary in the marble business. 

Have yon yet heard from the Haw Ki Chia deed? If so, I would like to know 
theresalta. 
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Also let me know if the expense bill is in for same yet 

I wish if possible to get this matter on the way in the coming two months, as 
I have to go to the north for more than a month at the end of that time. 
Yours, very truly, 

Ghas. E. Righabdbon. 



Hongkong, September 14, 1902, 
U. S. VicE-Ck)N8UL, Ocmton, 

Deab Sib : The bearer, Mr. Haw Ki Chii, has deposited with you some deeds 
re marble deposits Lan Fing district Kwong Fung. Mr. Sllva will remember 
them. 

Mr. Haw Ki Chli now wishes them back, so kindly give them to him, and 
greatly oblige, yours, very truly, • 

Ghas. E. Richabdson. 



CoNSULAB Service, U. S. A., 
Canton, China, September 17, 1902, 
Received from M. M. Langhorne, esq.. United States vice-consul in charge, two 
deeds and other documents deposited at the consulate by me through Messrs. 
Ghas. E. Richardson & Co. some months ago. 

(Signature in Chinese.) 



Canton, February 11, 190S, 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

U, 8. Consul'CheneraL 
Deab Sib : From Hongkong I will write you re Mr. Hang On*s robbery case. 
I can get the clearer details then. 

I will remain here until to-morrow afternoon, and if you can then give me 
answer to the inclosed two matters I will be obliged. 
I will call on you to-morrow. With many thanks for past favors, remain. 
Very truly, yours, 

Chas. E. Richabdson. 



Canton, February 12, 190S. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

U, 8. Consul-Oeneral, Canton, 
Deab Sib: On our shipment of flour to Fatshan since the beginning of this 
Chinese year the soldiers of the likin station at that place have been levying a 
tax thereon of 10 cents per 10 piculs. 

The boatmen here for this reason do not wish to accept our shipments to 
Fatshan unless we pay this squeeze. 

As this is quite an unjust levy, I would ask you to kindly use your good 
ofllces and have the matter stopped at once. 

Yours, very truly. Chas E. Richabdson. 

Deab Sib : I will attend promptly to the alleged likin squeeze at Fatshan. 
Very truly, yours, 

U. S. C. G. 
Feb. 12. 1903. 

His Excellency Ic. Sob., 

Viceroy of the Two Kivangs. 
YouB Excellency : I have received the following complaint from Mr. Chas. E. 
Richardson, an American citizen : 

(Insert (?) Richardson.) 

I ask Y. E. to order the soldiers at that likin station to stop at ouce their 
illegal squeeze. Those guilty of it should receive punishment. 
With profound esteem and cordial friendship, 

I am, excellency, T. V. T. 

U. 8. G, Q. 
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Hongkong, Feh. 13th, 1903. 
Bon. R. M. McWade, 

U. 8. Consul Oenl, Canton, 
Deab Sib : As soon as I can get proper signboard made I will notify you as to 
the change of name of Denroche & Co. shop. 

EiUclose you letter re Chin Hang On. I trust you can get the matter settled. 
Mr. Hang On will be grateful to you in words as well as deeds. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richabdson. 



Hongkong, February IS, 1903. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

United States Con8ul-Oeneral, Canton. 

Deab Sib: Referring to my conversation with you about the robbery of the 
house of Chin Kok Hong (Chinese characters), alias Chin Hang On (Chinese 
characters). As you know, Mr. Chin Hang On is the compradore of the Sperry 
Flour Company, and also for myself. 

In this letter I shall refer to Mr. Hang On as Chin Kok Hong (Chinese 
characters) ; this is the proper official name. 

The house robbed on the 3d day of the 10th Chinese moon of last year at or 
about the hour of midnight. Situated at Sum Kong (Chinese characters) vil- 
lage, Sim Wul (Chinese characters) district. In the house at the time were 
Chin Kok Hong's (Chinese characters) mother, brother, and usual Chinese 
servants. 

The robbers, some 30 in number, came from Sum Ix)l (Chinese characters)', a 
Tillage a distance of about (8) Obfiio^re Li (Chinese characters) from Sam Kong 
(Chinese characters). 

Among the robbers there wns recognized one Chu Ah Ming (Chinese char- 
acters), a noted bad character. 

The next morning the brother of Chin Kok Hong (Chinese characters), 
together with six (6) relations, went to Sum Lol (Chinese characters) village 
and saw Chu Ah To (Chinese characters), a brother and Chu Lap Ping (Chinese 
characters), an uncle of the recognized robber Chu Ah Ming (Chinese char- 
acters) ; besides this they also called upon the head elders of the Sum Lol 
(Chinese characters) village, who are known as Kit Yu Wo (Chinese char- 
acters), Li Yuk Yin (Chinese characters), and Wong Wing Chun (Chinese 
characters), and demanded of these five persons the arrest of the robbers, also 
their punishment, and the return of the stolen property. 

The elders, and other mentioned, returned the answer to ** wait until night " 
came, when they answered, " wait until next morning ; " and when application 
was made for an answer the next morning they answered that they could do 
nothing. Could not catch the robbers and could not obtain the stolen property 
to return same. 

After a few days Mr. Chin Kok Hong (Chinese characters) and his brother 
sent to the Sim Wui (Chinese characters) magistrate a petition, or rather a 
complaint, but it was of no avail. 

On the 28th day of the 10th Chinese moon, Mr. G. Hayes, of Sperry Flour 
Company and myself, with a letter from your former vice-consul, went to Lun 
Win (Chinese characters) city and saw the magistrate, who promised me that 
he would send soldiers to Lum Loi (Chinese characters) and capture the rob- 
bers. As usual, these promises were evasive. Some thirty or forty days after 
my visit the magistrate sent some broken-down soldiers twice to Lum Lol 
(Chinese characters), but each time they were given ** cumshaws," and returned 
to Lum Wui (Chinese characters) city without doing anything. 

The amount of goods stolen had a value of 1,070 taels; a list in Chinese is 
inclosed. 

It is quite well known that the uncle, Chu Lap Ping (Chinese characters) 
of the recognized robber, Chu Ah Wing (Chinese characters), was interested in 
the robbery. This party, Chu Lap Ping (Chinese characters), is a man of 



I, therefore, suggest that you use your best oflfices to cause the arrest and 
punishment of Chu Ah Wing (Chinese characters) and Chu Lap Ping and thro' 
them to obtain the arrest of some of the other robbers who will then be liable 
to punishment and that you further demand of Sum Wui (Chinese characters) 
magistrate that he force the mentioned Chu Lap Ping (Chinese characters) 
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and the before three mentioned Sum Lui (Chinese characters), village head 
elders, to pay to yon on behalf of Chin Kok Hong (Chinese characters) the sum 
of 1,070 taels. 

Also, please inform the Sum Wui (Chinese characters) magistrate that on 
account of the close connections that Chin Kok Hong (Chinese characters) has 
with large American interests that his person, property, and immediate family 
must be protected and respected. 

Your kindness and interest in this matter will not be lightly thought of and 
[ trust you will be successful in forcing Justice to be done. 

With thanks for your many favors, 

Yours, very truly, Chas. B. Richabdbon. 



Feb. 18, 1903. 
H. H. Sum Ui, Mat;.: 

Y. H. : I have received the enclosed complaint from Chas. B. Richardson, of 
the Hammond Mill Co., of Canton, and H. K., American citizen, complaining 
that the house of their compor. Ching K. K., who is also the compor. of the 
Sperry Flour Co., another great American corp., has been robbed. As it is a 
well-known and recognized principle that the confidential employee of U. S. 
firms (?) is under Amr. protection, I, therefore, report the case to you with 
the demand for the arrest and severe punishment of the robber for the imme- 
diate payment of tls. 1,070, the value of the goods stolen, a list of which is 
enclosed, and for the protection hereafter of the personal property and family 
of the said Chin Kok Hong. 

I am informed that you have already been notified by this consulate of this 
case and that Justice has not been done. I am astonished because I felt when 
I met you that you are an able, good, and Just official. If this matter is not 
inunediately and properly attended to it would bring duty to take serious 
actions with high authorities. 

With (?????) of (???), etc., 

I am, Y. H., Y. V. T., (No signature.) 



From H, E. Tak to the Hon. McWade, U, 8. Consul-Oeneral, 

YouB Honor : I have received both your despatch dated 16th day 1st moon 
and the enclosed communication from Mr. Chas. E. Richardson, an American 
citizen, complaining that since the beginning of this Chinese new year, the 
soldiers of the likin station at Fatshan have been levying a tax on their ship- 
ments of flour to that place of 10 cents per 10 piculs. The boatmen, for this 
reason, did not wish to accept their shipments to Fatshan, unless they pay this 
squeeze, and you asked me to order the soldiers at that likin station to stop at 
once their illegnl squeeze and punish those who are guilty of it 

And I found that every and all the likin stations have its legal regulations 
for the levying of tax, and why should the soldiers be permitted to make any 
squeeze, but finally to find out the truth of the complaint made of, I have now 
caused the likin department to make a prompt investigation of it and punish 
the guilty parties that are found. 

20th day, 1st moon, 29th year. February 17th, 1903. 



Feb. 20th, 1903. 
Ghables E. Richabdson, Esq.. 

Esteemed Friend : I have Just received the accompanying despatch from H. B. 
Te Son, viceroy of the Two Kwangs in re Fatsham likin squeeze. 

I have made strong representations to H. E. the viceroy in Hang On's case 
and will push it vigorously. Tell Hang On to call on me at hi^ early con- 
venience. 

Yours, very truly, U. S. 0. G. 
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HoNGKONO, Fehy. tSd, 190S. 
Hon. R. M. MgWanc 

V, 8. Consul-Gen'l, Canton. 
Deab Sib : Your most kind favor of 20th at hand. 
Mr. Hang On will go to Canton some time this week and see you. 
I have to leave here to-morrow for the north and on my return I will go to 
Canton and see you and then go to marble quarries and on return will form 
company. 
Allow me to greatly thank you for your kind offices. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richardson. 



Letter from 8an Ui Tang to the Hon. McWade, V. 8. Consul-General. 
(See page No. 102.) 

Note from Consul-General McWade to Richardson, dated March 7, *03. 

(See page No. 100.) 

Mabch 7, 1903. 
San Ui, Mag. Ting. 

Y. H. : I compliment you upon your commendable action in the case of tbe 
robbers and malefactors who were accessory, together with Chui Ah Wing, in 
outrageous attack (???) on the house of Chin K. H., the compradore of the 
A. Flour firm. I am glad to hear that you have offered rewards for this arrest 
and I (????) you to use energetic measures to have the said Chu Ah Wing and 
the other malefactors brought up for trial before you and for punishment to the 
full extent of the law. 

I again commend you as a Just official and will bring your wise actions to the 
attention of the high officials. A Just official deserves a high reward. 
Assuring you of my (????) (????), I am, 

(No signature.) 



Letter from H. E. Talc to the Hon. R. M. McWade, U. 8. Consul-General. 
(See page No. 102.) 



(R, Apl. 23/03.) 

HoNKONG, 20th April 1902. (?) 
Mr. R. M. McWade. 

Deab Sib : I have Just returned from Lun Woi, where the magistrate has set- 
tled my robbery case very satisfactory, giving me 400.00 and punishing two men. 

Mr. Richardson is in Amoy at present, and when he returns to Hongkong I will 
go with him to Canton to see you. 

Thanking you for your efforts in my case, I am, sir. 

Yours, faithfully, Chin Ha no On. 



Hongkong, Apr. 28th, 190S. 
Deab Mb. McWade: Arrived here this morning and find your kind letters. 
Consulted with Mr. Hang On and he said he was only waiting for me to come 
back to go up. 
I also have something of utmost importance to talk over with you. 
So, therefore, Mr. Hang On and myself will be up to see you either the end 
of this week or beginning of next week. The delay is mine this time, as I have 
60 days' accumulation of mail to attend to. 
In the meantime I am yours to command. 
Yours, very sincerely, 

Chas. B. Righabdson. 
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Canton, May 5, 190S. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

IJ, 8, OonsuhQetCh Canton. 
Deab Sib: On April 23 we shipped on the native boat Hop Lee (Chinese 
characters) to Sun Hing (Chinese characters) the following cargo of flour: 
1(X) bags "Peerless" 
20 " " Black Boy " 
80 " " Blue Ribbon " 

200 bags. 

On reaching Fatshan the flour was seized, and at the time of s^zure a squeeze 
of $200.00 was demanded, and of course refused. 

The seizure was made by the native customs and not only was the boat and 
cargo seized, but the boatman, name, Lang ying (Chinese characters) as well. 

This boatman was later sent to Canton and detained in Hoppo's Yamen, and 
was supposed to have been sentenced yesterday. 

Therefore, will you, at once, demand of the hoppo the immediate release of 
the boatman, the boat, and the flour, and also a payment to us of boat deten- 
tion $20.00. If the flour has been confiscated the hoppo must pay us the value 
of the flour— $500.00— as well as $20.00 detention. 

Also kindly inform the hoppo that we will complain to Peking thro' Washing- 
ton, if his staff indulges in such nonsense again. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richardson & Co. 



May 5, 1903. 
H. E. the Hoppo, Sheung, 

Your Excellency: I have received the following important petition from 
Charles E. Richardson* & Co., American merchants of Canton and Hongkong. 

(Letter above referred to.) 

I am astonished that any of your subordinate officials would be guilty of 
the offenses charged against them. You will oblige me by giving orders for 
the immediate release of the flour, boat, and boatmen, and by also Instructing 
the guilty officials to pay the damage demanded for detention. I am desirous of 
maintaining most friendly relations with you, but It will be my Imperative 
duty to report this unjustifiable affair unless prompt reparation Is made. 

With assurances of profound esteem, I am, excellency, 

Y. V. T. U. S. C. G. 



Canton, May 5, 190S. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

U. 8. Consul Oen'l, Canton, 
Dear Sir: I wish to buy a passenger boat and run same between here and 
Shlng Hing only, under the American flag If this can be arranged. 
Will return on Friday and will then see you In reference to this. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richardson. 
Shlng Hlng Is an open port. 

C. B. R. 



CusTOM-HousE, Canton, 26 May, 190S, 
My Dear Mr. McWade : I send you a copy of West River Regulations for Mr. 
Richardson. He may (1) register an American steamer for West River and 
carry cargo and passengers to four places (I. 1 & 2) paying duty to this office, 
and passengers only to eight other places; (2nd) register an American steam 
launch to take cargo and passengers from open port (Canton, Shlnshln, and 
Wachow only) to any nonopen port except the four In I. 2, registering here 
but paying Inland dues to Lekln office; (3) register an American lorcha to 
trade between Canton, Samshui, and Wachow only (II. 3) ; or (4) use Chinese 
boats under Chinese flag conforming to all Chinese regulations. 
A steamer towing Is as a sailing vessel (II. 3). 
I hope this will make It clear. 

Yours, very truly, H. B. Morse. 



INSPECTION OF UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE OBIENT. 128 

Custom-House, Canton, 26 May, 190S. 

My Deab Mb. Mo Wade: The French merchant of whom you spoke has two 
boats of native type which he has registered as French lorchas entitled to fly 
the French flag. As foreign sailing ships they may trade between treaty ports 
only ; if they are detected trading at nontreaty ports they are liable to confisca- 
tion, with her cargo (U. S. treaty of 1858, Art. XIV). 

The same merchant also lends his house flag to Chinese-owned junks; this 
is not objectionable except that his house flag is as follows (sketch of flag) 
and is liable to be mistaken for his national flag. 

I may mention that Shinshin is not an open port 

Yours, very truly, H. B. Mobse. 



From H, E, Shang to the Hon. McWade, U, S, consul-general 

YouB HoNOB : I have read both your despatches and the enclosed petition from 
Charles E. Richardson & Co., requesting the immediate release of the flour, boat, 
and boatman that are said to have been illegally seized by the native customs 
at Fatshan, and found that at flrst I received a petition from the customs at 
Fatshan saying that while Chia Fak was on duty on the 27th day, 3rd moon, 
he found the Hop Lee boat was carrying some 200 bags of American flour of 
Charles E. Richardson & Co. to the firm of San Hing and Kung Cheng. The 
flour weighing 7,500 catties ( ?) and has been reported at the West Fort, but no 
report has been made at Fatshan, which report cost the boatman to pay a fee 
of Tl. 1.5, and as the boatman on question said in reply that he had orders 
from the company not to pay the said fee at Fatshan. therefore the said Chia 
Tak had the flour and the boatman. Las Ying, detained and applied for instruc- 
tions as to how the case is to be dealt with. 

I innnediately ordered that the boat be brought up before me for trial and 
judgment, and I was surprised to find that the petition made by the customs 
was far different from that of the said company; therefore I ordered the 
deputy, Lee Chee, to see you and explain to you under what circumstances the 
flour was seized, and the said Lee has now informed me that you were also 
aware of the case, and that, of course, the detention of it was for no reason. 

As I and you are working in the same section of China and always in the 
hope that we will cooperate friendly whenever any ca^ is in our hands, I 
have therefore had the matter this time passed with an excuse, and I request 
that you will please order the said company to sign a bond for the delivery of 
the 200 bags of flour, the boat, and the boatman, Las Ying, and to pay the usual 
fee, and you will please also notify the said company that in future, should they 
have any flour for Fatshan, they must pay the usual fee, and that if they com- 
mit such an offence again it will be impossible for me to pass the matter without 
a flne. 

13th day, 4th moon, 29th year. 



Canton, China, June 13, 1903, 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

United States Consul-Oeneral, Canton. 

Deab Sib : On the 8th of this month our Chinese manager here, Fung Hung, 
(Chinese characters) went down to Whampoa (Chinese characters) to collect 
some money due us there. 

He collected part of same and on the 9th Inst, while returning here by the 
steam launch Kwing Chy (Chinese characters) the said launch was stopped 
by pirates among the passengers, and with assistance from others from shore, 
all the passengers were relieved of their valuables. 

Mr. Fung Hung had on his person, belonging to this flrm, two hundred and 
fifty dollars ($250.00) in Hongkong banknotes and five and 50/100 dollars 
($5.50) in small coins. He was also relieved of a gold watch, value $150, and 
a gold chain 1^ taels weight, value $85, as well as a Jade ornament, value $10. 

We therefore ask your honor to obtain refund from the proper authorities 
of these amounts. 

Mr. Fiing Hung (Chinese characters) recognized the dialect of all of the 
parties as that of the village of Sin Chan (Chinese characters), which l& 
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about 5 11 from Whampoa. The pirates landed with the booty at the Chik 
Sha Kan village (Chinese characters). 

Thanking you most earnestly for your many favors and good offices in our 
behalf, remain, 

Very truly, yours, Chas. B. Richabdson & Co. 



June 13, 1903. 
H. E. Te Son, 

Viceroy of the Two Ktoanga. 
Your Excellency: I have received the following self-explanatory petition 
from Messrs. Charles E. Richardson & Co., American merchants : 
(Letter alx>ve referred to.) 

It seems remarkable that so many piracies are occurring of late, an evidence 
that the military and other officials are not doing their duty. In this case I 
have the honor to demand payment of the money and valuables stolen, so that 
the American firm shall not suffer. The guilty pirates ought to receive the 
severest punishment Will you kindly order payment to be made to me, 
promptly, by the officials concerned? 
With assurances of profound esteem, I am, Excellency, 
Y. V. T. 

U. S. C. G. 



Canton, China, June 29, 190S. 
Hon. R. M. McWade. 

United States Consul-General, Canton. 
Dear Sib: Haw Ki Chu (Chinese characters), the manager of my marble 
quarry, situated near Kum Kai (Chinese characters), Lo Ting (Chinese char- 
acters) district, proceeds to that place in a few days to get out some marble 
for me to ship to New York. 

Kindly give him a letter of protection and also see that the 8 large blocks 
which he is getting out for New York is not troubled by the Lekin authorities. 
Thanking you for the favor. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richardson. 



To all the Chinese officials, etc, greeting: 

This will certify that Haw Ki Chu, a representative and partner of the 
American merchant, Mr. Chas. E. Richardson, and the manager of the marble 
quarry situated near Kam Kai, Lo Ting district, proceeds to that place to 
bring out some sample marble for the said American merchant 

All courtesies shown to him will be appreciated by me and I desire that 
ample protection be accorded to the said Haw Ki Chu, and that himself and 
sample marble be safely and freely allowed to pass without any obstruction. 

U. S. Consul-general, 

Canton, June 30, 1903, 



Hongkong, June 30, 1903. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

IJ. 8, ConsuUOeneral, Canton. 

Dear Sir: Re my conversation with you yesterday about an American con- 
cession at Canton. 

On account of the crowded condition of the French and British concession, 
known as Shameen, it is almost impossible to obtain premises thereon for liv- 
ing or business quarters. 

The old established firms have their own premises, obtained when land was 
cheap and building cheap. If an American firm wishes to locate here they 
must buy a small piece of land at high cost and build on same. 

As you know, I am preparing to establish a firm here which will be the only 
American firm here of capital and means, and I find that obtaining land and 



INSPECTION OP UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE ORIENTr 125 

building premises will cut quite a figure in tlie proposed capital. This is c»- 
tainly a grave disadvantage compared to such cost to the old firms. 

Therefbre, I urge upon you to secure, if possible, a separate concession, to 
be known as the American concession, and I would be very glad to be the first 
buyer of land and erector of the first building. 

With the alertness and brightness of the people of Kwang Tung, which sur- 
passes that of all else of China, with its accumulated wealth and trading in- 
stinctB, Kwang Tung offers for American trade and investment the best fields 
in Asia. This is said after thorough knowledge and business dealings all over 
the Empire. 

Yours, very truly, Ghas. B. Richardson. 



Hongkong, July 7, 1903. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, U. 8. ConsuUGeneral. 

Dkab Sib: The Sum Wui magistrate arrested one man in connection with 
Chin Hang On robbery case. This man is stiH in prison. 

I wish you would write to the Sun Wui magistrate and ask him what he pro- 
poses to do with this robber. He should be punished to the full extent of the 
law. 

Yours, very truly, Chas. E. Richabdson. 



July 7, 1903. 
H. H. the Sun Wui Magistrate. 

YouB Honor: I have received the following petition from Mr. Charles E. 
Richardson, an American citizen : 

(Letter above referred to.) 

It is certainly very remafkable that this robber has not been severely pun- 
ished. If you do not act justly and promptly in this case it will be my duty to 
bring tlie matter before the high authorities. 

With assurances of consideration, 

I am, your honor, Y. V. T., U. S. C. G. 



From H, E. Tak to the Hon, McWade, U. 8. Oonsular-Oeneral 

Your Honor: In reply to your despatch dated 18th day 5th moon and the 
inclosed petition from Messrs. Chas. E. Richardson & Co., American merchants, 
saying that on the 8th of this month one Chinese manager of their company 
named Fung Hung went down to Whampo to collect some money due to them, 
and while returning here on the 9th inst by the steam launch Ktoong Chay the 
launch was attacked by pirates, who took away from Fung Hung $255.50 in 
bank notes and small coins belonging to the company. He was also relieved of 
a gold watch, chain, Jade ornament, etc., and he recognized the dialect of all of 
the pirates as that of the village of Sui Chow, which is about 5 li from Whampo, 
and the pirates landed with the booty at the Chik Sha Kau village, and asking for 
the arrest and severe punishment of the guilty pirates, and that payment to be 
made to me promptly by the officials concerned. I have the honor to inform 
you that I have already instructed the General of Kwong Hip and Pun U 
Magistrate to find out at once whether the pirates are the natives of Sui Chow 
or not, and that their arrest must be made ; to have the said Fung Hung's stolen 
things recovered, and to report to me the result 

As regards your last paragraph, excuse me to say to you that, in accordance 
with the treaty stipulation, the local official's duty is only to capture the 
robbers or pirates and to recover the stolen goods, and I can not order them to 
make good the loss. 

22d day 5th moon, 29th year. 
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July, 1903. 
H. E. TsEN, 

Viceroy of the T, K, 

Y. E. : It is my duty to bring to your attention the petition from Messra 
C. E. R. & Co., A. merchants, forwarded to you in my despatch dated 18th day 
5th moon, 29th year R. S. — "as marked,** 

I have the honor to say to Y. E. that according to the treaty stipulations 
the local officiaFs duty is to capture and punish the pirates severely and, 
according to the despatch from H. E. Viceroy Tak date, to recover the stolen 
goods. I have the honor to suggest to you that the pirates have not been 
either captured or punished and the stolen goods have not been recovered. I 
ask that compensation be paid to me for the money and valuables belonging 
to the A. Ck)mpany, and it is fair to intimate also to you that the plunder ( ?) 
and property (?) belonging to Compr. of that firm should be returned to me, or 
else their value. 

As you know, I never asked at any time for what is not right and just If 
the local officials do not do their duty in arresting and punishing the pirates 
they should at least be made to make good by way of restitution the full 
value of what was stolen. 

With assurances of profound consideration, I am, 

(No signature.) " 



Despatch from H, E. Taen, Viceroy of Two Kwangs, to the Honor, R. M, Alc- 
Wa4e, U, 8, consul-ffeneral. 

In reply to your communication, dated 16th day of the intercalary, 5th moon, 
enclosing a petition from Mr. Richardson, an American merchant, stating that 
on the 8th day of May his shroff, Fung Hong, went to Whampo and collected 
some debt for his company, but on the 9th day of May Fung Hong was robbed 
of all his money and personal effects. 

On enquiry my predecessor, on receipt of your communication, has issued 
instructions for the arrest of the culprits and the recovery of the money, etc. 

The Pun U magistrate has been again instructed to make strict enquiries in 
conjunction with Kwang Chow Colonel about the whereabouts of the robbers 
and have them arrested and severely punished. 

They must also push on the recovery of the stolen property at a limited date 
to be delivered to the said Fung Hong. 

As you requested me to order the local authorities to make good an indem- 
nity, which is quite contrary to the act of the treaty, I am quite unable to 
comply with your demand. 

The 24th day of intercalary, 5th moon. 18th July, 1903. 

Note. — This despatch was handed to H. E. Tsen at Tsane Chow by the consul- 
general, and now returned (retranslated). 



Communicoftion reply from the Viceroy Tsen to the Hon. R, M, McWade, U. 8, 

consul-general. 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication on the 
16th day of intercalary 5th moon, stating that the American merchant, Mr. 
Richardson, belonging to the flour company, reported to you that on the 8th day 
of May his compradore, Fung Hung, was going to Whampo to collect money, and 
on his return to Canton on board the S. S. Kiong-Chi, on the 9th day of May, he 
was robbed of his money. 

Regarding this case, the ex- Viceroy Tuck has ordered an investigation and to 
find out the things robbed, and further ordered that Kwong Chow Hip and Pan 
Yu magistrate to inmiediately investigate and arrest the offenders of this case 
and to find them out for punishment. 

The compradore " Fun Hung," whose things were robbed, must be found out 
and returned to him within a limited number of days. 

Now, your communication states that the things were robbed and you request 
me to repay to him its value. According to the treaty, the officer's duty is to 
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arrest the offenders and find out the plunderers, but there Is no rule to repay 
the things lost. 

This request, I am sorry to say, I can not promise. 

18th July, 1903. 



Canton, July tS, 190S. 
His Honor Lui, 

Lutn U Magistrate. 
Y. H. : I have received the petition from Mr. Chas. E. Richardson, an Amer- 
ican mercant : 

Canton, July 13, 190S. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

U, 8. Consul-Qenerah Canton. 
Deab Sir: Enclose you herewith note in my favor, dated 28th year Kwong 
Heu, 9th month, 1st day, signed by the seal of the Uit Nam (Chinese characters) 
shop, Whampoa, in the sum of (220 taels) two hundred and twenty taels, inter- 
est at the rate of taels 1.54 per month. The name of the master of the shop is 
Leung Kwok (Chinese characters). 

This note has been presented for payment many times and refused, and I 
would ask you to kindly force the payment of same. 

Yours, very truly, Chas. E. Richardson. 

Will Y. H. please have this matter attended to at once and order an immediate 
payment of the amount due, with interest 

Enclosing a copy of the oiginal note for your information. 

I am, Y. H., Y. V. T., , 

U. 8. 0. Q. 

Canton, July 23, 1903. 
H. H. Wong, Nam Hoi Magistrate. 

Y. H. : I have received the following petition from Mr. Chas. E. Richardson, 
an American merchant: 

Canton, July 13, 1903. 
Hon. R. M. McWade. 

U. 8. Conaul-Oenl.y Canton. 
Deab Sm: Enclose you herewith bill against the Uit Lum (Chinese char- 
acters) shop, situated at Fat Ling Shi (Chinese characters) ; master of shop, 
Lan Tong (Chinese characters). 
The particulars of this bill are: 

Taels. 

4th day 5 piculs sugar 32. 75 

9th " 1 " " 5.386 

17th " 3 " " 20.087 

27th " 3 " " 20.521 

78.744 
1st moon, 25th day, paid on a/c 23 

55.744 

This shop refuses to pay this bill and I would ask you to kindly force 
payment 

Yours, very truly, Chas. E. Richabdson. 

Will Y. H. please have the master of the said shop arrested and order an 
immediate settlement of the above claim, for which I enclose Mr. Richardson's 
bill? 

I am, Y. H., Y. V. T., , 

V. 8. C. G. 
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Reply from Pan U Magistrate. 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, that Mr. Rich- 
ardson Company reported to you that on the first month of this year the man 
•• Lon Tong," master of " Yut Sum " shop at Fut-Lien-Si, having drawn so much 
sugar from his company and that after received the money have been paid, 
the balance is 55 taels and 7 canderance and 44, but still not yet receive. And 
another man named Lion-Kwock, master of Yut Nam shop, borrows 220 taels 
irom that company, each tael on each month charge 7 per cent, have promis- 
sory note, and ask him return that money many times, but he does not return 
it at all. 

Your honor request me to order the police to make them pay these sum, and 
I will do the same as you request. 



Canton, July 9, 1902. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, U. 8. Consul, Canton. 

Dear Sib: We have to-day opened a branch office here, situated in Hing 
Long St. 
Chinese name, etc., as underneath. 

Yours, very truly, Chas. E. Righabdson & Co. 

(Chinese.) 

(Chinese.) 

(Chinese.) 



August 10, 1903. 
H. E. TsEN, Y. E. : 

During our recent conferences in K. S., I reported to you the refusal of the 
Pan U magistrate Lui to do Justice in the case of the compradore of the A. firm 
C. E. R., who was attacked and robbed near Whampoa in the Pu U Dist I 
again direct Y. E.'s attention to the subject and herewith enter my complaint 
against the Pan U magistrate for continued discourtesy towards the official 
of this consulate-general. 

With assurances of profound esteem, I am, E., Y. V. T., 

, U. S. C. 



Letter from Mr. Ltt, the Pan U Magistrate, to the United States ConsuhOeneraL 

I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter about Mr. Richardson's claim 
against the Yut Sum shop of Fat Ling Shi for sugar sold to the latter amounting 
at tails 55 and odd cents. In reply I beg to inform you that I will send my con- 
stables again to compel them to deliver up the above sum. 

Dated 21 st day 7th moon. 

Reed. 14th August, 1903. 



Hongkong, August 18, 190S. 
Hon. R. N. McWade, 

United States Consul-General, Canton. 

Dear Sir : Re the robbery of my Chinese manager at Canton, Mr. Fung Hung, 
on board the launch Kwong Chy while on the way from Whampoa to Canton. 
Case already in your hands. 

Upon your pressing for the punishment of the pirates, who belong to the Sin 
Chan (Chinese characters) village, and for the return of the stealings, the 
Gentry of the Sin Chau (Chinese characters) village sent a part to my shop in 
Canton and told Mr. Fiing Hung to at once withdraw the case from your hands 
and cause no more trouble, and if he did not that they would have the pirates 
kill him (Fung Hung). 

I understand that this Sin Chau (Chinese characters) village is a famous 
pirate nest, and that the Chinese authorities well know it It is also conunon 
knowledge that the pirates divide the booty with the Gentry, who thus protect 
them. The following Gentry of Sin Chau (Chinese characters) are notoriously 
bad characters : 

Kan Hung I (Chinese). 

Kan Hung Chung (Chinese). 

Kan San Pang (Chinese). 
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As the loss of Mr. Fung Hung would be a serious injury to my business, I 
wish you would furnish him with protection papers and also firmly press the* 
Chinese authorities to severely punish the pirates and Gentry of Sin Ghau 
(Chinese characters) village, and to inform the Chinese authorities also that 
Mr. Fung Hung must be protected and his property and life undisturbed. Also 
press for the repayment of the funds stolen and which belong to me. 

Thanks for past favors. 

Yours, very truly, Chas. E. Richabdson. 



August 28, 1903. 
H. E. TsEN, 

Viceroy of the Two Kwanga, 

Y. B. : On August 10, 1903, I wrote to Y. E. about the Pan U magistrate and 
the complaint made by Mr. Chas. E. Richardson, an American merchant, con- 
cerning the robbery of his compradore or manager, Mr. Fung Hung, by pirates 
near Whampoo. As the Pan Y magistrate has done nothing in the case, so 
audacious have the pirates become that they have actually sent one of their 
number to Mr. Richardson's place of business in Canton and threatened to kill 
his compradore or manager if the case was not withdrawn. I have received 
the following petition from Mr. Richardson regarding the matter : 

(Letter above referred to.) 

I now ask Y. B. to order the immediate arrest, trial, and severe punishment 
of the' malefactors and I also ask as a matter of Justice that you order the 
repayment of the money and goods stolen. 

With assurances of profound esteem, I am, Ex. 

Y. V. T., U, S. O. G. 



Hongkong, f^eptemher 4* 190S, 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

United States Consul-General, Canton, 
Deab Sib: Kindly withdraw the case against Uit Nam, at Whampoa, as he 
has arranged to pay in a given time. 

I will be up next week and adjust the agreement with you in the matter. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richardson. 



Septembeb 7, 190S. 
Deab Mb. Richabdson : I have just received your favor dated 4th instant 
Its contents are under consideration. 

I am, sir, U. S. G. G. 



Canton, China, September 7, 190S, 
Bon. R. M. McWade, 

United States Consul-General, Canton^. 
Deab Sib : Re piracy of my Chinese manager, Fung Hung (Chinese characters) . 
You told us to have him travel under the American flag, but Mr. Fimg Hung 
(Chinese characters) is afraid to do this without written authority from your 
good self. 

Kindly let me know what is best to do in this case, as Mr. Fung Hung is 
afraid to leave Canton. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richabdson. 
(Held for further consideration.) 

H. Doc. 666, 59-1 9 
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Canton, China, September 7, 190S, 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

United States Consul OeneraL 
Deab Sir: Od June 13, 1903, I sent you two claims, one against Uit Nam 
(Chinese characters) at Whampoa which is now settled, and the other against 
Uit Sum (Chinese characters) shop at Fat Lin Shi (Chinese characters), Pan 
Yu district (Chinese characters). 

Re this shop Uit Sum (Chinese characters) at Fat Lin Shi (Chinese char- 
acters), we do not know if this has been settled. The master of this shop 
is a bad character who goes from shop to shop in Canton ordering cargo and 
does noi pay for it 

Therefore if this amount has not been paid kindly have the shop sealed and 
the master arrested. 

This amount is small, only 55.744 taels for sugar bought of us, but we dislike 
to be victims of a rascal. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richardson & Co. 



September 9. 19a3. 
H. H. Pan U Lui, Y. H. 

I have received the following i>etition from Messrs. Chas E. R. & Co., A. 
merchants of Canton & H. K. 
(Letter above referred to.) 

Will you kindly take such action in this case as will serve the ends of Justice, 
with assurances of consideration, I am, Y. H., 

Y. V. T. (No. signature.) 



Canton, China, September 7, 1903. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

United States Consul-OeneraJ, Canton. 

Dear Sir: This spring the shop Foo On Wing (Chinese characters), situated 
in Sum Sa Kai (Chinese characters), Canton, ordered some of my flour through 
the sliops whom I consign to in Hongkong. In the case of Quan Wo Loong 
they took delivery and have not paid, and in the case of Wing Cheong Chan 
(Chinese characters) they did not take delivery, as the market declined and we 
had to sell at a loss. 

Therefore I inclose these accounts assigned to me in payment, and I would 
;)sk you to have this shop, Foo On Wing (Chinese characters), seized and given 
to me unless payment is made at once. The shop is worth about $4,000. 

The accounts read this way: Sold to Foo On Wing (Chinese characters) by 
Wing Cheong Chan (Chinese characters). Hongkong, for my account, and not 
taken delivery of and sold for account of Foo On Wing (Chinese characters), 

1,5(X) bags ** Black Boy " flour, loss 40 cents per sack $(KX) 

1.6(K> l)ags *' Reardan " flour, loss 40 cents i>er sack 640 

Hongkong Currency 1, 240 

Sold to Foo On Wing (Chinese characters) by Quan Wo Loong (Chinese char- 
acters), Hongkong, for my account, and not paid for by Foo On Wing, although 
they took delivery 29th year Kwing Hsu, 3d month, 26th day, 200 bags " Monkey 
Brand " flour, at 2.32, taels 342.262. 

Kindly either get for us the $1,240.00 and 342.262 taels or the possession of the 
shop. 

Yours, very truly, Chas. B. Richardson & (3o. 



September 9, 1903. 
H. H. Pan U. Lui, Y. H. 

I have received the following communication from Chas. E. Richardson & Co., 
American merchants of Canton and Hongkong: 

(Letter aljove referred to.) 

I also inclose your Y. H.*s information and perusal copies of the facts in both 
cases. I ask you to take such action as is necessary under the circumtances to 
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serve the interests of justice so that C. E. R. & Co. may not suffer any loss and 
shall get their just dues. 

With assurances of esteem, etc., 

(No signature.) 



Canton, China, September 7, 1909, 
Hon. R. M. McWade. 

V. S. Conaul'GeneraL Canton. 
Deab Sib: Re note of Uit Nam (Chinese characters) shop at Whampoa, 
sent you for collection June 13th. 

As this has now been settled by a mortgage, kindly send the note given you 
at the time to me at Hongkong, and greatly oblige. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richardson & Co. 
Thanks, indeed, for your trouble. 

C. B. R. 
Returned note on Sept. 16, 1903. by registered post. 

A. S. 



Letter from Mam Hoi, Magistrate Wong, to the Hon. R. M. McWade^ United 

States Consul-General. 

I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter dated 21st day of 7th moon, 
inclosing two copies of bills for goods from Mr. Richardson, all of which have 
been duly noted. 

I have sent constables to make inquiries and compel Fu On Wing to clear 
up the said debts promptly. 

Received on the 26th day 7th moon, 17th Sept., 1903. 



Hongkong, September 12, 1903. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

U. S, Consul-Oeneral, Canton. 

Deab Sib: Mr. Chin Hang On (Chinese characters), my compradore, tells 
me that the Sun Wui (Chinese characters) magistrate has been changed. 

With the former magistrate Mr. Hang On had the following case: 

Mr. Chin Hang On's daughter is married to one Wong Mow Yuk (Chinese 
characters). This Wong Mow Yuk (Chinese characters) mother's name is 
Wong Ha Shi (Chinese characters), and the said mother was the second wife 
of the Wong Wing Ling (Chinese characters). 

By the first wife (deceased) by this Wong Wing Ling (Chinese characters) 
there was one son by the name of Wong Pang Fe (Chinese characters). 

This first wife died before her husband, Wong Wing Ling (Chinese charac- 
ters), and on the death of the said Wong Wing Ling (Chinese characters) he 
left to his second wife, Wong Ha Shi (Chinese characters), some rice lands. 
This Wong Ha Shi (Chinese characters) has in her possession the customary 
books, etc. 

However, the said Wong Pang Fe (Chinese characters) seized these lands, 
and for the past two years has cut and used for his own purposes the rice crop 
on same. 

The late magistrate of Sun Wai (Chinese characters), on Mr. Chan Hang 
On's complaint, imprisoned the said Wong Pang Fe (Chinese characters) until 
he would return the lands to the said Wong Ha Shi (Chinese characters). 

Now, Mr. Chin Hang On (Chinese characters), fearing that the present 
magistrate of Sun Wui (Chinese characters) will release this said Wong Pang 
Fe (Chinese characters), requests me to ask your good offices in the matter and 
write this magistrate to force the cause to an early settlement, if possible. 

For your intervention he will be more than grateful, as he is for your past 
kindness. 

Thanking you greatly for past favors, yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richabdson. 
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Hongkong, ll September, 190S, 
Chas. E. Richabuson, Esq. 

Deab Sib: Re our conversation about debt due to my shop Kwong Wo (Chi- 
nese characters) in San Francisco by one Shit Pak Chong. 

The bilf of items which I gave you was sent to me by Kwong Him Wo (Chi- 
nese characters) and arrived here about last May. 

On receipt of same I sent two or tliree times to Shit Pak Cliong (Chinese, 
characters) and asked settlement, but was refused. 

This debt was largely incurred by the operation of a salmon cannerj' in which 
Shit Pak Chong (Chinese characters) owned six shares. 

This Shit Pak Chong returned to China with about $10,000 Mexican, and 
went to his native village, Chiung Sha (Chinese characters), where he bought 
property and is erecting some houses. 

I wish you would ask the United States consul-general, the Hon. R. M. Mc- 
Wade, to kindly use his influence to have the Sum Wul (Chinese characters) 
magistrate arrest this party and force him to pay tlie debt, the items of which 
are shown in the bill given you. 

I guarantee the bill to be correct and the debt due. 

Yours, very truly, Ching Hang On. 

Hongkong, September 11, 190S. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

United States Consul-General, 

Canton. 
Sib: Inclose herewith an itemized bill of the Kwong Him Wo (firm) (Chi- 
nese characters), of San Francisco, California, U. S., against one Tsit Pak 
Cheng (Chinese characters). 

The firm of Kwong Him Wo (Chinese characters). San Francisco, is largely 
owned by my compradore, Chin Hang On (Chinese characters). 

Tho* Tsit Pak Cheng (Chinese characters) has been asked several times 
since his return to China for a settlement, he refuses to settle. 

Said Tsit Pak Cheng (Chinese characters) lives in Cheung Sa (Chinese char- 
acters) village in Sun Win (Chinese characters) district 

The items of indebtedness as shown in inclosed claim which amounts to Hong- 
kong currency $3,511,136. 

I further attach, to form a part of this petition, a letter of explanation and 
guarantee signed by my compradore, Mr. Chin Hang On (Chinese characters). 
Kindly take as forcible means as you can to collect this claim. For these 
efforts I will be thankful. 
For your many favors in my behalf I again thank you. 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

Chas. E. Richabdson. 



Hongkong, September i7, 190S. 
Hon. R. M. McWade. 

United States Consul-Oenerah 

Cantwi. 
Sib: Inclose you herewith two petitions, which I trust you will do your best 
to arrange. 
I expect to leave here Sunday night, and will then speak to you re them. 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

Chas. E. Richabdson. 
Mr. Hang On will and does guarantee this Kwong Him Wo claim. 

C. E. R. 



Hongkong. September 17, 190S. 
Hon. R. M, McWade, 

United States Consul-General, 

Canton. 
Sir: Yours of September 16 inclosing note of Uit Nam at hand. 
Kindly accept my thanks for same. 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

0ha8. B. Richabdson. 
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Despatch from H. E. Tsan, the Viceroy of the Two Kwanga, 

I beg to acknowledge receipt of your dispatch, 16th of August, about the rob- 
bery case of Mr. Richardson's compradore, who went to Whampoa and collected 
a sum of money in favor of his company and was robbed on board the Kong 
Chai steam launch. Your former despatch had informed that the said CJompra- 
dore Fung Hung reported that from the dialect of the robbers, he could make 
out that they are people belonging to the Sin Chow Tillage and that they landed 
at the Sa Kan, etc. 

Instructions have been given for the prompt recovery of the stolen money at a 
limited date, to be handed back to the owner, and I have received a report from 
the Pui U Magistrate about the manner in which they have proceeded with. I 
have again issued order for pushing on the arrest, etc., and have also instructed 
the Gentry there to deliver up the culprits to be severely punished. The Pui U 
Magistrate has been again instructed in conjunction with the Kwaug Chow 
Colonel and to offer heavy rewards and engage a spy to facilitate the arrest of 
the robbers as well as the recovery of the stolen money. 

Dated 10th day, 8th moon (30th Sept., 1903). 



From Mr, Wong, the Nam Hoi Magistrate to United States Consul-General 

I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter in which you reiiuested me to 
demand from certain shop Fu On Wing for goods sold and delivered to him by 
an American merchant Have despatched my constables to call at the above 
shop, who returned and reported that defendant's shop situated at Sun Sa street 
in South Surburb which belongs to the San U District, he therefore dares not 
execute my order. 

I have, therefore, the honor to inform your honor that it is advisable to com- 
municate with the Pu U Magistrate. 

Received 6th October, 1903. 



Letter from Pun V Magistrate Liu. 

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, contents of which have been 
noted, in which a complaint from Mr. Richardson against Foo On Wing for 
goods soM and delivered to the defendants amounting to $1,240, etc 

I have sent my constables to summon the said Foo On Wing to appear for 
trial so that he will be compelled to settle the debts promptly. 

Dated 19th day of 8th moon (9th October, 1903). 



HoNKONO, October 29, 190S, 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

United States Consul-OeneraJ, Canton, 
Sir : Was notified that the marble blocks are about to arrive in Canton. 
If you would like to insjiect them, my clerk will show them to you. 
I believe the export duty should be about 5 per cent. If more, I wish, if pos- 
sible, to register a protest. 

Will try and get them off on the steamer leaving for New York Nov. 5. 
With thanks for your many favors, 1 am, sir, 
Your obedient servant, 

CHAS. E. RlCHABDSON. 



Despatch from Mr. Yin, the Acting Nam Hoi Magistrate. 

1 beg to aclcnowledge the receipt of your despatch inclosing a i)etition from 
Mr. Richardson regarding the erection of a bamboo watchhouse over the roof 
of his shop, against whose erection he and his manager have made protests, etc., 
contents of which have my attention. 
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Upon Inquiry I beg to state that prior to the presence of Mr. Richard8on*s 
petition the committee of the Sun Ki 7 District had petitioned that in each year 
on the approaching of winter a bamboo watchhouse is to be erected above the 
roof^ of the Tung Sang shop and Sai Tsak Tong in the upper part of the Hlng 
Loong street and a similar one above the roofs of the Wing Chun shop and Chit 
Wo shop in the cross lane of the same street Nowadays on account of defi- 
ciency of funds one of the bamboo houses have been abolished, and the other 
ezistant one Is being alternately erected in either the upper street or the lower 
street, where it has been continued on for several terms of years in order to 
keep a lookout for interests, etc., etc. 

The magistrate said : As such watchhouses is on the lookout for robbers, etc., 
all the shops have mutually agreed to the erection being done, Fung Hung 
should not be allowed to Interfere with its construction. 

It is most important for all the neighboring shops to be on friendly terms 
when out of doors, and to render assistance to each other as relations. As to 
whether the watchhouse should be built or not, or where is the proper spot for 
its erection, they should mutually consult together in the matter in order to 
avoid litigation. 

By carefully examining into Richardson and others report, which proves to 
be quite contrary to satisfaction, they must have had some other cause in the 
matter. 

Dated the 5th day of the 10th moon. (23rd November, 19aS.) 



Canton, November 2, 1903, 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

United States Consul-General, Canton, 

Dear Sib: I beg to inform you that the Kalfong of Hong Loong Kai (Chi- 
nese characters) wish to erect upon our shop in that street a watchtower of 
bamboo. 

In the 27th year of Kwang Hsu (Chinese characters) such a tower was set 
on fire by robbers, and this lead to protest as to its erection, and money was 
subscribed for the maintenance of a public house, where since this date the 
tower has been erected. 

When some of the Kaifong proposed recently to erect the tower, my manager, 
Fung Hung (Chinese characters), refused permission, and 50 out of the 81 
shops in the Kaifong agreed with us. The remaining 31 say that unless we 
allow this tower they will have our premises closed. Accordingly they have 
sent in a petition to the Num Hoi (Chinese characters) magistrate. 

Our objection is that we carry a valuable stock, ranging from $10,000 to 
$50,000, and if fire comes we have no relief, and we are willing for this tower 
only in the case that we are guaranteed against loss by fire by the Kaifong, say 
in the sum of $40,000. 

We would ask you to kindly submit our object to the Nam Hoi (Chinese 
characters) magistrate, and suggest that the tower be erected as during the 
past two years, on the public house of the Kaifong. 

With expressions of thanks for the many past favors, we remain, sir, your 
obedient servant, 

Chas. E. Richabdson & Co. 



November 3, 1903. 
His Honor the Nam Hoi Magistrate. 

Your Honor: I have received the following petition from Chas. E, Richard- 
son, an American citizen : 

[Insert Richardson.] 

I have the honor to inform you that I l>ear no actual knowledge of the alleged 
facts presented in the foregoing i)etition. 1 do not know whether they are true 
or not, and simply transmit the i)etiti()n to you as requested. I have no doubt 
that you will do justice in the matter. 

With assurances of consideration and esteem. I am. your honor, 

Y. V. T., 
U, 8, a G, 
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Envelope No. 4 {Richardson's letters). 

For letter of Richardson to Gary, July 9, 1903. see pg. 9. 

For letter of Richardson to Gary, July 11, 1903, see pg. 12. 

For letter of Richardson to Gary, July 10, 1903, see pg. 11. 

For letter of Richardson to Hon. R. M. McWade, July 27, 1903. see pg. 20. 

HoNOKONO, August 17, 190S, 

My Dear Cart: First, saw the French bank manager this morning, and so 
he says that they have not only been approached direct but at Jeast ten others 
have approached him. He says their bank does not do a political business. 
That mercantile laws are all they seek. So that finally disposes of that. 

Next, saw McWade in Macao. He tried to see 'me in Hongkong and found 
that I was in Ganton. He was glad to see me — ^had a most satisfactory talk 
with him. He had a long talk with viceroy. He said that the viceroy said that 
they should only pay 4 or 5 per cent interest. He had a hard task trying to pin 
the viceroy down. At last he got him to 8i per cent, but the viceroy would not 
pay commission. He agreed to take some arms. I will now try to settle the 
affair at 7i per cent and get 1 per cent from viceroy and the order for arms, in 
which there will be profit. 

I called upon the bank this morning, and they mad^ an appointment at past 
4 o'clock, and cable will then be sent. 

McWade called upon the bank and gave them a good song and dance, but did 
not try to settle anything. He told me this, and the manager verified same. 

I write this now, and to-morrow morning will follow it with another letter. 
If we can interest these parties for this we can, I think, for more, so must wait 
answer to cable. 

If they do not accept I will write to my banking friends at home. This is 
the best I can do otherwise. They want the money at once. I guess every bank 
has been approached about the matter. I dislike that feature. 
Yours, very truly, 

(Sgd.) Ghas. E. Richardson. 

Will send strings to-morrow. Very busy ; much Amoy mall at hand. 



Ganton, China, October 2, 190S, 
Hon. R, M. McWade. 

V, 8. Consul-Qeti^ral, Canton. 

Deab Snt : As you suggested, I have been turning over in my mind what you 
said, as It has greatly worried me. 

While at this moment I do not know just what I wrote, I know that to draw 
a certain party out I may have written what I should not have written. When 
I get to Hongkong I will look at the copies and will then write a more formal 
apology. 

I now take this means of offering you my deepest apologies and regrets, and 
trust that you will accept them. 

Believe me, I appreciate most highly what you have done for me and will 
never forget same. I think that, if possible, the letter should be destroyed, and 
when so destroyed that you will forget that I ever wrote same. 

I will try my utmost to build up in your confidence once again. 

Again apologizing, I remain, very truly, yours. 

Ghas. E. Richardson. 



Hongkong, June 24, 190S, 
Dear Doctor Johnson : Your kind letter of June 11th at hand. I was some- 
what sure that you had excellent cause to refuse a visa. If you wish you can 
do the following ; it is done in Ganton : The applicant is brought before the con- 
sul who examines him and if satisfied, gives him a small slip with his name on 
same and then he goes and gets his passport and it is visaed. 

I agree with you that care is necessary, but I find that there is something 
wrong re the Ganton end. Even when the certificates are not made out prop- 
erly they were lauded, and even when cases are not true cases. I have made 
trials and now am proceeding to investigate. I will cause someone trouble. 
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Just returned this morning from a twelve days' trip to interior to some marble 
quarries which I own, and from which I am now shipping marble to New York. 

On the 18th a cable came here to my office from Mr. Ballantine saying he was 
leaving on Oaelic. I will be very glad for him to get here and go to Amoy and 
start the business once again. I have a clerk coming from Hongkong now, but 
hesitate to send him to Amoy. With best regards, 

C. B. R. 



Hongkong, June 8, 1903. 

Deab Doctor Johnson: Wrote you yesterday, but fearing that same might 
go astray, write again to cover the main facts of the letter. 

Mr. Ballantine and my agent, Mr. Chong, secured a merchant to go to Manila, 
got the passpoi'ts made out, and then when he came to you you would not visa It 

This was quite a blow, as it was the initial one, and I greatly regret that 
you could not extend the favor, as there are other applicants, and Mr. Chong 
writes me that they will not issue more passports until either Mr. Page or myself 
go to Amoy. It would be most inconvenient for me to go there now. However, 
as you undoubtedly have some good reason for not visaing same, I wish you 
would tell Mr. Chang, wbo will advise me. 

I have also written Mr. Chang if he can get a hold of the applicant again to 
have him go to you again, and if you will kindly favor Mr. B. and myself we will 
be grateful. 

I am anxious to get the business started again, and your stand has hurt It 
for the moment. All I ask is for you to do the best you can for us. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richabdson. 

You can appreciate what a blow it is to have your first applicant turned down. 

C. E. R. 



Private and confidential.] 

Hongkong, Aitgust 31, 1903. 

My Deab Doctor : I wish to have a pen talk with you which no one knows of. 
When I do these things I do not tell other people, but sink it into oblivion. 

Mr. Miller, who is here, tells me you have refused to visa as many as you 
pass. He also explained to me your new reference system, which approve of, 
and a somewhat similar one exists at Canton. 

Now, I can not say I like all these turn backs. I have discussed these ques- 
tions of vise thoroughly with Mr. McWade, and you are quite too particular, 
and without cause. You can not set up an arbitrary ruling from your own 
judgment. The law says you must investigate, but the only investigation you 
can do is to have a set of questions to ask the men, and if his testimony is cor- 
rect you are bound to vise. 

In fact, the Canton C. G. told me that if the hoppo sent him a dispatch witb 
a certificate and the man answered the questions set forth in the passport that 
he would always vise. He said it was a matter of treaty right, and for trade 
and other interests he would not refuse. 

Of wiirse I know the object of your refusal, and 1 am content with what has 
lieen done. i)ut it is almost enough, except one wliere the facts stick all over 
like a mop. Then act. 

But if it keeps up all the time, then I will do something like this, mind you, 
always in a friendly spirit, too. I will have the taotai write yon an ofticial dis- 
patch covering: each certificate, and, if the party is turned down, will have the 
taotai ask for a reason. On your answer I will have him protest, and. armed 
with tlie protest and data. I will appeal to the consul-general at Canton. It 
.will be my relief, and I am sure I would win. 

Now, IX)ctor, take my tip: we all like to make money, and during the coming 
year or two yon make as nnich as yon can. Besides all this, in the coming time 
I may be able to do yon a political favor of great imywrtance to you. 

Surely you do not need to be more careful than Canton does. ' I want you to 
be careful, and yet reasonable. 1 have no turn backs there. If the man 
answers every (jnestion. who is there to say he lies? Besides this, this is tlie 
authority of the Manila custoni-house. If they see fit to land them, well and 
good ; if not, they also can not be arbitrary. They must observe the treaty and 
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live within it. The Manila authorities would crush the lawyers if they could, 
hut they could not 

In discussing trouble with detectives, the Canton C. G. told me that it was 
nonsense. He says I will only tell him their names, and when they come spying 
he wiM locic them up if they can not show authority' from State Department 
and he says he would lock up Shuster if he came to Caulon meddling without 
State authority. lie says he won't tolerate it and the lnfonin«-e of supi»ort to 
you was given. * 

Now, Doctor, you and I are business men, so we can tajk freely to one another, 
I Ijnow if I ask Mr. B. to speak to you alK)ut it he would be afraid to. Besides 
this, secret knowledge is best, and so now you and I know of this and no one 
else. I will always help you, and perhaps I know a few things about move- 
ments. Make all the money you can. 

I am withdrawing Herzl)erg to Canton, and it looks like Canton will send 
many more than you. I believe you do not like him. and now that he is coached 
I can use him there. If you will inform me wj(iat you like and dislike, I wilt 
do anything I can to meet your desires. If you tell me these things, then I can 
act When next I come to Amoy 1 will show you a letter from Secretary Hay 
instructing all diplomatic affairs and consular oflicers in China to assist me to 
further my business, and afford me every convenience to meet Chinese officials 
I am working ahead on further Amoy and Foochow business. I think I will 
open an European office soon in Foochow. 

With best regards, yours, sincerely. Chas. E. Richardson. . 



Hongkong. September 6, J90S. 
Dr. Carl Johnson, 

Amoy, 

Dear I>octor: When I wrote you August 31, it was under information 
imparted to me by another party, and now that Mr. Ballantine has explained 
the matter to me in Its correct light therefore I inclose herewith letter of 
apology, and I trust you will assist me to climb down as gracefully as possible. 
I have also yours of September 4th, and note the rebuke, which is accepted. 

Hereafter I will not interfere in Amoy. 

Yours, sincerely, " Chas. E. Richardson. 



Envelope Xo. J. 

For letter of Richardson to McWade, July Ist. see pg. 5. 
For letter of Richardson to McWade, July 8th, see pg. 8. 
For letter of Richardson to Scott, July 8th, see pg. 8. 
For letter of Richardson to McWade, July 11, see pg. 12. 
For letter of Richardson to McWade, July 14, see pg. 15. 
For letter of Richardson to McWade, July 15, see pg. 15. 
For letter of lUchardson to McWade. July 22, see pg. 19. 

Hongkong, July 7, 1903, 
[Memor. re Loan.] 

A broker nameil hais come to Cary some fifty days ago to see about a loan. 
About the same time Wei Yuan, named Lam Taotai, called upon you in ref- 
erence to Cary. Cary, of course, could do nothing, and at last proposed same 
to me. 

This Hao claims that Law Taotai the other day arranged the details with 
the Fan Toy. 

It is for 11,000,000 and interest 7i per cent per annum for one of two years. 
This morning Hao sent for me and said that he feared that Fan Toi would say 
he must have instructions from viceroy. 

In your talk with the Fan Toy, if he can not officially make a statement get 
him to say whether the business is true or not, and if the money is wanted or 
not I told Hao that I could not take anyone's word in the matter but yours. 

If the money is wanted ask the Fan Toy what security he offers. At least 
his official seal as well as viceroy's must be given. 
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Canton, July 7, 190S. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

United States Consul-Oetieral, Catiton. 
Deab Sib: I will write you from Hongkong after consulting with the bank. 
I will state in my letter to them that they can refer my letter to you for verifi- 
cation of the details. 

I will send you a copy of my letter to them and you may rest assured that in 
same nothing will be dealt with except that strictly in accord with the business. 
Yours, ver>' truljk 

Chas. E. Richardson. 
I will write from Hongkong when I will be back again and will get a hold of 
the broker. (?) 

C. B. R. 



Hongkong, 9th July, 190S. 
Hon. RoBEBT M. McWade, 

United States Consul-Cfeneral, Canton. 

Sib : I have the honor to enclose original letter dated 8th instant from Chas. 
E. Richardson on the subject of a loan required by His Excellency, the viceroy 
of Kwang Tung and Kwang Si provinces. 

Before submitting the matter to my head office I shall esteem it a favor if 
you will kindly verify the facts as therein stated and obtain a written authority 
' from the viceroy to enable me to open up negotiations in America. 

Mr. Richardson suggests in his letter that the rate of exchange for payment 
should be fixed at the time of making the loan, but that would not be acceptable 
to the corporation. At the present time it is only possible to obtain forward 
exchange at very large differences against the buyer as compared with that fbr 
immediate delivery, but if conditions should have changed in September or 
October next, I shall do my best in the interests of His Excellency to assist 
him, if possible, to evade a loss by a fall in exchange. On the other hand 
exchange not being fixed, the Gk)vemment would benefit by any rise in exchange 
above the figure at which the gold dollars were converted into silver. 

I am strongly in favor in treating the loan as distinctly on a gold basis and 
His Excellency may rely upon my converting the gold dollars into Hongkong 
currency on the most favorable terms possible. 

If it would suit His Excellency, I propose to hold the equivalent of the gold 
dollars at his disposal here in local currency and to remit such amounts as he 
may require from time to time to Canton either by means of Chinese bankers' 
drafts or by shipments of currency or bar silver, whichever happens at the 
time to be the most advantageous and economical, or, in other words, the bank 
would act as the viceroy's agents there. 

With the viceroy's authority to commence negotiations I should also be glad 
to receive definite particulars under the various headings which I append, 
together with my comments thereon : 

Amount of loan. — It would be well to state the amount required in a round 
sum of gold dollars and I would suggest placing the figure at gold $500,000. 

Duration. — ^Tbe length of time the loan is required should be definitely stated, 
say one year, one year and a half, or two years. 

Date when required. — Mr. Richardson states Septeml)er or October. In these 
months exchange between Hongkong and Canton is generally more favorable 
than at present, and the time is therefore propitious for remitting funds. 

Interest. — At the rate of 7^ per cent per annum, payable half-yearly, and of 
course in gold. 

Security. — The fullest i>ossi!)le details should be given. It the viceroy would 
be willing to hyiwthecate certain revenues as collateral security I am of opin- 
ion that it would add considerably to the prospects of the loan finding favour 
in New York. It would also be advisable to obtain an imperial decree from 
Peking authorizing the viceroy to raise the loan. 

I have the lionour to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

Chas. R. Scott, 

Manager. 
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July 10, 1903. 
Chas. R. Scott, Esq., 

Manager International Banking Corporation, Hongkong. 

Sib: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication 
dated Hongkong, July 9, 1903, enclosing original letter from Chas. E. Richard- 
son dated Hongkong, July 8, 1903, regarding the loan required by H. E., the 
provincial treasurer of Ky (?). 

In reply thereto, I have the honor to inform you that I have already inter- 
viewed H. E. Ting ( ?), the provincial treasurer, who is representing H. E., Tsen, 
the viceroy of the Two Kwaigs, now absent in Kwaugsi, or who is the actual 
financial representative of the local government on the subject I was assured 
by H. E., through whom and by whom all financial transactions concerning the 
local government are transacted, that the loan was required by the local gov- 
ernment and that he, the provincial treasurer, will sign a note which is usual 
under the circumstances. 

As you say in your communication now under reply that you require viceroy's 
authority and some definite particulars before commencing negotiations and 
append five headings for replies, I have to say that — 

1. The amount of loan required will be between $1,000,000 Mexican and may 
possibly reach $2,000,000 (?). 

2. The length of time the loan is required will be, say, for one or two years, 
with option of repaying the loan in half-yearly installments. 

3. The date the loan will be required will be between the latter end of Septem- 
ber and the middle of October, 1903. 

4. The Interest, according to Mr. Richardson's letter, is 7i per cent per annum ; 
but I regret to say that H. E. intimated to me that he had an offer from H. and 
S, Bank for a loan bearing interest at tffe rate of 5 per cent 

5. With regard to security, I am of opinion that being a loan for the local 
government the provincial treasurer's signature and seal are a sufficient guar- 
anty. So far as I know no imperial decree would be issued in Peking authoriz- 
ing the viceroy to raise the loan, as the central government does not interfere 
with the working of the local government where the viceroy has full power to 
make any and all arrangements necessary for the proper government of the tw<J 
Kwang provinces, which are under his jurisdiction, and where the fantoi or 
provincial treasurer has always affected loans of this nature in the payment of 
which he has never at any time defaulted, (x I feel satisfied, however, that if 

necessary, the signature of H. E., Tung ( ?) ( ) can be got by me ( ) 

? of the note of the local government, x) 

I have the honor to suggest to you that a loan of this sort would eventually be 
of material advantage to the International Banking Corporation, because It 
would bring it into immediate and complete touch not only with the high 

officials but also with the ( ) throughout south China. Besides, it 

would have the added effect of bringing to you the ( ?) and other moneyed and 
responsible representatives of the individual classes, profitable elements which 
the H. and S. Bank and other like successful financial institutions are eternally 
reaching out to corral. This, I am positive, is a great opportunity for you ; 
whether or not you will take advantage of it lies with .you. 

I am, sir, . 

The security is ample, the payments certain, and the prospects of ])rofitable 
Chinese business prnctically unlimited. 



July 9. 19as. 
Chables E. Ricuabdson. Esq., H. K. : 

I have just received your letter dated July 8. 1903, with inclosure of same 
date addressed to Chas. R. Scott, manager International Banking Conwration 
In re one million dollar loan. As soon as I hear from Scott I will communicate 
with you. The fantoi sent me word yesterday that he did not think he will need 
the money before October, and intimated that the H. and S. Bank had offered 
him the same loan at 5 per cent. 

From inquiries I have made I am disposed to believe tlie statements made by 
H. E. to be true. 

Very truly yours. . 



140 INSPECTION OF UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE ORIENT. 

Hongkong, 15th July, 190S, 
Hon. Robert M. McWade, 

United States Consul-General, Canton. 
Sib: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 10th 
instant in reply to my letter of the 9th idem, on the subject of the loan re- 
quired by his excellency the viceroy of the two Kwangs. 

I now have the honor to inform you that I have submitted the matter to Mr. 
J. B. Lee, the general manager of this corporation, who is now in Shanghai, and 
requested him to telegraph full particulars to New York immediately on receipt 
of my letter. 

Thanking you for the trouble you have taken in the matter, I have the honor 
to be, sir, your most obedient servant, 

Chas. R. Scott, Manager, 



Hongkong, August 18, t90S. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

V, 8, Consul-General, Canton. 

Deab Sib: I called on Mr. Scott yesterday morning and he appointed half 
past 4 for consultation. 

We talked the matter over thoroughly and decided It was about necessary to 
offer 7i per cent, so as to coax the business. 

He took all details, and they will be cabled to New York, and he says to 
wait answer for one week, as that is the time stated in which they must 
answer. He Is also cabling that If the> bank do not want It, to see others and 
find out If they do. 

He says If that falls he will try and get the money In London for us. He 
says he Is sure that he can do that 

If the matter succeeds, then we must make our profit largely out of arms. 

I was talking to the manager of the French bank here yesterday, not about 
this, but on other subjects, and at last he told me that the Kwang Tury (?) 
goyernment were wanting loans, and that they had been approached direct 
and by at least two people, but they were not making political loans, only com- 
mercial loans, so evidently many tried to do the business. 

I hear the Hongkong and Shanghai Bank are sending up to Canton large 
sums, but understand only for use of commerce. 

Yours, very truly, Chas. E. Richabdson. 

Will send my loan case In a few days. 



Envelope No. 6. 

Consulate-Genebal of the United States, 

Canton, China, September 17, 1903. 
Hon. Francis B. Ixx)mis, 

Assistant Secretary of State, 

Washingtoti, D. C. 
Sir : I have learned through several sources that In order to prevent or avoid 
the possibility of successful personation that the present chief of the bureau of 
immigration has decided that each Chinese merchant prior to leaving the United 
States for this country to visit his relatives, etc., shall be required to make 
inked impressions of the thumb and middle finger of his right hand on his 
certiflcato of identification. It is an admirable plan, and inasmuch as attempts 
are frequently made by unscrupulous Chinese brokers and others to forge cer- 
tificates issueii by the hoppo and purporting to bear my visa, I have decided 
to re<iuire all Chinese applicants to make similar marks upon the certificates 
issued tliem. Sometimes it happens — though exceedingly rarely — that a Chinese 
merchant loses his certificate or that it is stolen from him. In either case a 
renewal of that certificnte is refused. The party into whose ix)ssession it comes 
can not use it. because of the thumb and finger marks. Photographs, as a rule, 
are of little use, for five out of every ten Chinamen look alike, so far as facial 
characteristics are concerned. The photograph and inke^l impressions on each 
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certificate, however, are a combination impossible to beat Immediately above 
the photo on each certificate the impressions are marked thus : 
Impression Rt. midfinger. 
Impression Rt. thumb. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, Robebt M. McWade, 

United States Consul-Gene raL 



Consulate-General of the Uniteu States, 

Canton, China, November, Sd, 1903. 
Hon. Francis B. I/Oomis, 

Assistant Secretary of State, Washmgton, D. C. 

Sib: In further continuation of No 314, dated September 17, 1903, regarding 
Ohineses immigration, the following accurate pen picture of the methods pur- 
sued In Canton, for the scrutiny and investigation of the applications of intend- 
ing Chinese immigrants will, I think, prove both useful and interesting The 
United States consulate-general, whose headquarters are at Canton, embraces 
within its jurisdiction the wealthy, i>opulous. and turbulent provinces of 
Kwangtung, Kwan^si. Yunnan, Kwaicliow, and part of Fokhein, with a popula- 
tion of about 120,r)00,000 and an area of almost 3,000,000 square miles of terri- 
tory. There is a United States consulate at Amoy, which is situated in Fokhien, 
but with it and its methods this article does and will not deal. For all prac- 
tical and other purposes it is eliminated from this description, which treats 
solely and entirely of immigration examinations at Canton, the second largest 
and most populous city in the world, and the greatest and wealthiest in the 
Empire of China. 

It is from the province of Kwangtung. frequently erroneously styled Canton, 
the name of the big city being confounded with that of its province, that ninety- 
nine per cent of the Chinese immigrants to the United States set out to make 
their fortunes. But exceedingly few of these immigrants go to the Philippine 
Islands. The official records show that up to this date only 70 Chinese immi- 
gration certificates for those islands were visaed at this consulate-general 
within the past four years. 

According to the provisions of the exclusion act, only merchants, travelers, 
students, and teachers are privileged to enter the United States for residential 
or other pun>o»es. When any member of those privileged classes makes up his 
mind to emigrate, he informs the elders of his village or town and they certify 
to H. E., the hoppo, and to their bankers in ('anton, with whom they transact 
their financial affairs, that — , a merchant of their village, intends to go to the 
United States ; that his parents are named so-and-so ; that they are still alive, or 
if dead, that the father died on — , and the mother on — , and they were both 
Interred at — ; that he has been a merchant for at least the last three years; 
that bis particular line of business is silks or general merchandise, etc. ; that 
his capital is at least $5,000; that he is married (or unmarried as the case 
may be) ; that he is in good health and is not sufl*ering from any contagious 
disease. 11. E., the hopix), sends a Weiyun to verify those statements, and then 
the merchant presents himself at the hoppo's yamen. His photograph is taken 
for purposes of identification, and four copies of it are handed to him, two 
being retained. He is then instructed to apply to his banker for certification 
as to the amount of his capital. When the applicant reaches the banker, the 
latter demands in all cases receives from the applicant a formal legal instru- 
ment, signed and sealed with the chop of a well-known responsible merchant 
of Canton, certifying to the truth of the .statements made by the village elders 
on the applicant's behalf. This legal instrument empowers the banker to seal 
up and confiscate all of the property, land, etc., of the Canton surety, should 
it afterwards be discovered that the village elders' certificate was untruthful 
or that the applicant was not exactly as represented by them. After careful 
scrutiny of the legal instrument and a personal visit to the applicant's surety — 
to defeat the possibllty of a forgery — the banker accompanies the applicant to 
the U. S. consulate-general, where the applicant is first examined on the follow- 
ing particulars by the T'nited States vice-consul-general : 

What is your name? 

What is your age? 

Where is your native place? 

In what district? 
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What is your business? 

What is your capital? 

What is your share? 

How long have 3'ou l>een in the Imsineas? 

What is the name of the company? 

Where — In what street? 

Where do you intend going to? 

For what purpose? 

In what business? 

What is the name of tlie company? 

In where? And what street? 

What is the capital? 

What is your share? 

What position are you going to occupy? 

Is your name registered in the partnership book? 

How much money are you talving with you? 

What evidence can you show that you have that amount of money, and that 
you are taking it with you? 

Who is your surety in your native village as to your genuineness of your 
business qualifications? 

Who is your surety in Canton? 

What is his business? 

In what street? 

What property has he? 

Where is his statement on your behalf? 

Have you ever been in any other country than China — If so, where? 

What have you been doing when you were away? 

Are you married? If so, how many wives have you? 

Where are they? 

Are your parents alive? 

Where are they? 

Have you ever been afflicted with any contagious disease? 

Should the applicant satisfactorily pass the foregoing examination he iB 
taken before the Uuited States consul-general, when he is stripped and sub- 
jected to a rigorous examination. If he is found to be perfectly healthy and 
presenting no signs of '* the coolie class " he is handed a slip of paper reading 
as follows : 

No. 

Name. 

Merchant. 

Age. 

PasscHl by nic. 



Canton, , 1903. V. 8. Consul-General, 

He presents that slip to tlie hopiK). at whose yamen he imdergoes another ex- 
amination, the questions now being chiefly directed as to the probable date of his 
return to China, of his intention to notify the hoppo and the local mandarins 
when about to return, and of his continuing loyal to the throne. Then he pays 
to the hoppo's treasurer one hundred dollars or whatever larger sum the latter 
demands, and receives in return his certificate, or passport, made out in Chinese. 
Armed with this p.issi^ort he repairs again to the U. S. consul-general, where 
the IT. S. vice-consul-general carefully scrutinizes him, using his photograph and 
other obvious tests of identification, such as birthmarks, scars, etc., his height, 
etc., are noted and. if this second examination is also satisfactory, he is again 
presented to the V. S. consul-general, who viseC^s his certificate, receiving there- 
for the sum of one dollar gold, which is, of course, turned into the United 
States Treasury. ITiuler no circumstances is any larger amount received or paid. 
In each instance tlic applicant's banker, as a pledge of good faith, gives a bond 
of SJMK), whicli, in the event of the applicant being proved to have falsified, is to 
be turned over to one of th(» Chinese or American missionary charitable institu- 
tions. To prevent iHTsonation or substitution the U. S. consul-general requires 
each intending emigrant to mark thus, on his passport in Chinese ink, the 
impressions of liis ri^lit thuinV* and right middle finger. 

Impression Ut. mid-tingcr. 

Impression Kt. thumb. 
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To 7 out of 10 white men all Chinese seem alike and present the same apparent 
facial characteristics. The whole 10, with the certificate or passport visaed by 
the U. S. consul-general placed before them, will be able to discover, unerringly 
and promptly, any and all cases of attempted substitution : for. whilst the pho- 
tograph on the left-hand side of the certificate may be successfully defeated in 
its object as a self-detector, the thumb and finger imprints can never err or their 
evidence be evaded. 

So rigid is the examination at this consulate-general that, during the last three 
yeai-s scarcely 1.000 applicants have been successful in passing it — only 1,000 
persons out of a population of 120,000,000 of the entire provinces of Kwangtung, 
Kwangsi, Yunnan, Kwalchow, and Fokhlen. 

It is reported that upwards of 1,000 Chinese enter the United States every 
month. From where do tliey come? At what port have they been passed? 
Surely they can not all be " returning emigrants." 

All the immigration and other fees, lekin. etc., received by H. E. hoppo com- 
Iirise part of the income of the Empress Dowager, to whom they go direct, and 
to whose special representative the hoppo makes periodical certified returns every 
six montlis. Taking all of the charges by the hoppo, the Canton surety, banker, 
the Chinese writers, and the village elders into careful consideration, I feel satis- 
fled that the Chinese merchant does not in all pay out more than $200 Mexican, 
inclusive of the $1.00 gold to this consulate-general, for his passport That 
amount includes every practicable charge or expense. What may be extorted 
from by fraud or other pretext after he leaves Canton and reaches Hongkong 
or other seaports I do not know. That he has been victimized and sadly fleeced 
by harpies in Hongkong there is no doubt. 

Enclosed is a copy and (translation) of self-explanatory placards which are 
posted up on the walls and *' proclamation boards " at this consulate-general. 

I am, sir. your obe<lient servant. 

Robert M. McWade, 

Conaul-Chneral. 

I. Robert McWade, United States consul-general for Kwangtung, Kwangsi, 
and Yunan. hereby issue the following statement: That as rumors are raging 
outside that for countersigning passports granted by H. E. Hoppo, superintend- 
ent of the imperial Chinese customs, to persons going to the United States, etc., 
bribery is reported 'to have been received by this consulate-general, and which 
I flnd is very incredible and unreliable statement ; therefore, this notification is 
issued for the information of those who are bearers of passports : 

That as a rule a fee of $1.00 American gold or $2.50 Mexican is only charged 
at this consulate-general for countersigning same, including the official seal 
thereon. 

If any broker or person attempts to charge more than the above sum on 
account of such visa by this consulate-general, you should immediately notify 
me, so that I can proceed against such party for obtaining money under false 
pretenses. The complainant will of course receive a reward for giving such 
information, and the defendant will be. severely dealt with. 

29th year of Kwang Su, 1st moon. (February, 1903.) 



Consulate-General of the United States, 

Canton, China, November 19th, tOOS. 
Hon. Francis B. Loom is. 

Assistant Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 

Sir : In further continuation of my No. 324, dated November 3d, 1903, regard- 
ing Chinese Immigration, I have the honor to enclose herewith copy of report 
presented to me by Consul Fesler, with official statements from Vice-Consnl 
Johnson, Interpreter LI Ung Blng, and Taotal Yen Nlen. 

Promptly on learning that a number of false and sensational statements 
emanating from Manila (concerning Chinese Immigrants from Amoy) had been 
spread abroad, and that some officials In Manila had maliciously, without a 
proper thorough Investigation being made of this consulate-general or the con- 
sulate at Amoy being notified thereof, propagated said statements, I addressed 
U. S. Vice-Consul Johnson as per enclosed dispatch dated October 2nd and 
marked " A." 
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Some days subsequently, I received the enclosed r^ly from Consul Fesler, 
which treated the charges lightly and apparently deprecated an investigation. 

It was my duty to the Department to see to it that the vile accusations made 
against the consulate were thoroughly and promptly investigated, I therefore 
took a special steamer and proceeded tb Amoy, where in the presence of Consul 
Fesler and Vice-Consul Johnson, and with their full approval of my ideas, I 
examined all parties concerned in the consulate In the issuance of certiiicates to 
Chinese merchants and others included in the exemption clause of the exclusion 
act 

I learned that all of the immigrants who have left Amoy within the past few 
years have gone to the Philippine Islands; that from the quarter beginning 
April 18, 1899, until the quarter ending June 30, 1901, 9,275 certificates were 
Issued or visaed by Consul Fesler's predecessor; that from the quarter begin- 
ning July, 1901, until the quarter ending March 31, 1903, Mr. Fesler visaed 595 
certificates, and that from the quarter beginning April, 1903, until the close of 
the quarter ending September, 1903, Vice-Consul Johnson visaed 79 certificates, 
iill for men purporting to be merchants or otherwise entitled to exemption. 

I could procure no evidence, positive or otherwise, in any way incriminating 
Vice-Conaul Johnson or Consul Fesler. To a certain extent there had been a 
little laxity shown by Mr. Johnson, but, so far as I could learn, in only two 
-cases. 

I also examined the interpreter, Li, and felt satisfied that if any wrong had 
been done he was not implicated. 

I subsequently held a conference wij:h H. B. Taotai Yen in the presence of 
Consul Fesler, Vice-Consul Johnson, and the interpreter, Li, and there learned 
for the first time of the attempted illegal use of moneys by two Americans 
named Bailantine and Miller. Ballantine, it seems, had stated that ten dollars 
had been credited to H. E. the taotai by the parties concerned with him (Ballan- 
tine) in this nefarious transaction. Miller had offered to pay money to both 
Doctor Johnson and Interpreter Li, and both of them solemnly assured me that 
they never received any payment from him of any kind for certificates, and 
otherwise. 

I also learned, in the course of my investigation, that Charles E. Richardson, 
an American merchant, doing business with Chinese in Hongkong, Canton, Amoy, 
and Manila, was directly concerned with both Ballantine and Miller, and to a 
certain extent their principal adviser. He is an unprincipled man, cunning and 
utterly regardless of the sanctity of an oath. I told Vice-Consul Johnson my 
-estimate of Richardson, and elicited from Mr. Johnson the information that 
Richardson had endeavored to corrupt him; that Johnson showed me a num- 
ber of letters addressed to him by Richardson, and with the former's permission 
I retained the letters, formally stating to Mr. Johnson and Mr. Fesler that 1 
Intended entering such proceedings against Richardson on my return to Hong- 
kong as were legally practicable. 

The foregoing Is a summary of the situation as I found it in Amoy. The in- 
closed reports tell their own stories. 

So far, however, as Charles E. Richardson Is concerned, his wickedness and 
rascality will form the subject of a later dispatch. 

I have tried, energetically and with some prudence, to induce him to visit 
any locality where I could effectually reach him. He heard through some 
source that I was after him and, becoming frightened, chartered a powerful 
steam tug and at once went out to sea. He has since returned, I learn, to 
Hongkong. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

Robert M. McWade, 
17. 8, Consul-General, 



No. 16.] Consular Service, U. S. A., 

Amoy, China, November 11, 190$. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

U. 8. Consul-Oeneral, Canton, China. 
Sir : I have the honor to Inclose herewith the statements of Vice-Consul John- 
son, Interpreter LI Ung Blng, and Taotai Yen Nlon, regarding the visaing the 
passports for Chinese going to Manila. 

Please excuse the delay In transmitting them, as I have been awaiting the 
report from the taotai. 
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The table following shows the number of passports visaed during each quar- 
ter since the Americans took charge of the Philippines. The figures certainly 
show that no frauds have been practiced through this office recently. 

Visaed by the former consul : 

For the quarter ending June 30, 1899 2,087 

For the quarter ending September 30, 1899 1,746 

For the quarter ending December 31, 1899 524 

For the quarter ending March 31, 1900 977 

For the quarter ending June 30, 1900 847 

For the quarter ending September 30, 1900 669 

For the quarter ending December 31, 1900 1,313 

For the quarter ending March 31, 1901 738 

For the quarter ending June 30, 1901 376 

Total 9,276 

Visas by Consul Fesler : 

For the quarter ending Sept. 30, 1901 Nil. 

For the quarter ending Dec. 31, 1901 220 

For the quarter ending March 31, 1902 166 

For the quarter ending June 30, 1902 16 

For the quarter ending Sept. 30, 1902 13 

For the quarter ending Dec. 31, 1902 110 

For the quarter ending Mar. 31, 1903 "80 

Total 596 

Visas by Vice-Consul Johnson : 

For the quarter ending June 30, 1903 57 

For the quarter ending Sept 30, 1903 22 

Total 79 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

John N. Fesleb, 

U. 8. Consul 



Consulate of the United States, 

Amoy, China, October 19, 1903. 
Hon. John N. Fesler, 

IJ, 8. Consul, Amoy, China. 

Sib: In view of the articles which have recently appeared in the Manila and 
Hongkong papers regarding the visaing of passports in this consulate, I have 
the honor to make the following report to you on the subject : 

During the two quarters in which you were absent, I visaed seventy pass- 
ports. All these applicants were examined as carefully as possible. Fif^- 
eight were visaed in the quarter ending June 30, and twenty-two in the quarter 
ending Sept 30th. During the latter part of the September quarter, a Mr. 
Ballantine was here in the interests of Chinese seeking to land in the Philip- 
pines. I had absolutely no connection with him or his business and the only 
fee payable or paid to this consulate or me was the official fee of $1 gold, which 
is accounted for to the State Department. 

The Manila papers have much to say regarding the visit to Amoy of a secret- 
service man named Glover. This man came to the consulate Sept 18th. He 
showed me credentials from Mr. Shuster, collector of customs for the Philip- 
pine Archipelago, and informed me that he had been in hiding in the Amoy 
Hotel for ten days. Also that he had succeeded in getting me to visa a pass- 
port on the previous day for a Chinese detective, who was not in reality a mer- 
chant As I had visaed but one passport on that day. I readily remembered the 
man. ile represented that he was a Cantonese who had been engaged in the 
tea business in Amoy for five years, and that he wanted to go to Manila to 
start a tea business there. His appearance showed him to be far above the 
average applicant, and I visaed his passport without hesitation. 

Mr. Glover informed me that he (the applicant) spoke English fluently, 
although he spoke only Chinese while in my office. 

A man named Miller called at the consulate some time during July. He said 
he wanted to take a lot of Chinese merchants to Manila, and wanted to pay me 

H. Doc. 665, 59-1 10 
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extra for giving them unusually thorough examination. I informed him that 
we were expressly prohibited from accepting anything for this service by the 
consular regulations, and that all applicants had been and would be examined 
as thoroughly as possible. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

Cabl Johnson, 
Vice and Deputy Consul, 



Consulate of the Untted States, 

Amoj/, Ohinay October 19, 190S. 
Hon. John H. Fesleb, 

United States Consul, Amoy, China, 

Sib: In consequence of the investigation held at the consulate this morning 
by Consul-General McWade concerning the visaing of passports for Chinese 
going from here to the Philippine Islands, I have the honor to report the follow- 
ing facts: 

I am not interested in this business either directly or indirectly. During the 
time the vice-consul. Doctor Johnson, was in charge the examination of Chinese 
applicants for the consular to visa to passports was conducted through our clerk, 
who acted as interpreter on such occasions. 

Having been absent during the months of January, February, and March, I 
knew nothing about W. D. Ballantine or his business until last April, when the 
taotai of Amoy made a protest against ** a foreigner extorting money from the 
Chinese by means of his passports." I was instructed by the vice-consul to 
present him to the taotai, who had requested him to call. He informed the 
taotai that he represented a certain law firm in Manila; that many bona fide 
Chinese merchants armed with his excellency's passports had been obliged to 
pay an enormous sum of money to lawyers in Manila for securing admission; 
and that, as he was rendering exactly the same service, he was entitled to his 
fee. He further stated that his Chinese partner in this business, Don Engracio 
Palanca Tan Kong, ex-Chinese consul-general in Manila, had suggested to him 
that $10.00 should be given to the taotai for each man landed through him, and 
that he had already credited him with that amount The taotai was much 
surprised to hear this, as he had received no money. 

I introduced Charles E. Richardson to the taotai last April under instruc- 
tions from vice-consul. He wanted the taotai to exempt his flour from Likin. 
Was with him on two occasions. The subject of Chinese immigration was not 
touched upon. 

John T. Miller, of Manila, made a visit to Amoy last July. After seeing 
Doitor Johnson, he called at my residence one Sunday, and stated that he was 
willing to pay Doctor Johnson as well as myself for the extra amount of work 
on account of some 200 Chinese merchants he proposed to send down from 
Amoy, and was afraid Doctor Johnson did not understand him. I refused 
point blank to consider his proposition and also refused to Introduce him to the 
taotai unless instructed to do so by the consul, remarking to him that it was 
my private opinion that it would be useless for him to see the taotai, as he 
wanted to have Ballantine deported the last time he was here. The conversa- 
tion was reported the next day to Doctor Johnson in full. It seems, however, 
that he finally did see the taotai with Mr. Yang, the present mixed court 
magistrate of Kulangso. 

I submit this report at the request of Consul-Generai McWade. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

L. Ung Ring, Interpreter, 



[Translation.] 
Taotai of Amoy to Consul Fesler, 

(Received Nov. 9, 1903.) 
Sm: On the 29th day of the 8th moon of the present year (Oct 19, 1903), I 
was favored with a call from your honor, in company with Vice-Onsul Johnson 
and Consul-General McWade, of Canton. Consul-General McWade enquired as 
to the number of passports issued by my passport board (to Chinese going to the 
Philippines since the beginning of the Chinese calendar year), and whether I 
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knew of any American or Americans who bad been engaged in tbe immigration 
business here. He requested me to prepare an official detailed report on tbe 
subject and send the same to you for transmission to him. 

In compliance therewith, I have to state that the passport board, from the 
beginning of the Chinese calendar year up to the 10th day of the 9th moon 
(Oct. 29), has issued only 149 passports to Chinese emigrants. This passport 
is issued under the provisions of the treaty of 1894 between the Empire of China 
and the United States. The total number is less than 10 per cent as compared 
with any corresponding period during my predecessor, Taotai Yun's regime. 

As to the status of these applicants, the board always takes pains to satisfy 
itself whether an applicant comes under the exemption clause, and then sends 
him to the American consulate to ascertain if the required visa would be given, 
before the passport is issued to him to depart Although these, armed with such 
l»assport.s, might not all be first-class merchants and wealthy men, yet none 
of the laboring class have been permitted to pass through fraudulent repre- 
sentations. 

Now, as regards Americans interested in the business, I did not know any- 
thing about it until the 2nd moon. On my return from Foochow, where I had 
gone on official business, it was reported that a certain foreigner had been In 
Amoy, and engaged in tlie immigration business in rather a suspicious manner, 
and I at once apprised the vice-consul in charge. Doctor Johnson, asking him 
to investigate the truth and deport the foreigner. 

I think this covers ail the particulars Consul-Genera 1 McWade wanted to 
know, and I have the honor to request that after perusal you forward this 
communication to tlie consul-general for such use as he may see fit to make of 
the same. 

Kindly acknowledge receipt etc., etc. 

[seal.] 

Kwang Su XXIX year, IX Moon, XXI day. (Nov. 9, 1903.) 



Consulate-General of the United States, 

Canton China, October 2nd, 1903. 
Hon. Cabl Johnson, 

Vice-Consul in Charge, Amoy, 
Sir and Dear Colleague: I have received information that an Englishman 
named Glover, pretending to be a "detective from Manila," has caused con- 
siderable trouble and some scandal at Amoy, especially at the United States 
consulate. As what I have heard is merely a rumor, I have the honor to ask 
you for the full of the case. 

If the rumor is true I suggest the advisability of giving full information 
thereon to the Hon. Edwin H. Conger, United States minister at Peking. 
I am, sir, and dear colleague, your obedient servant, 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States Consul-General. 



No. 16.] Consular Service, U. S. A., 

Amoy, China, October S, 1903. 
Hon. Robert M. McWade, 

United States Consul-Cfeneral, Canton, China. 

Sir and Dear Colleague: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your despatch of the 2nd instant, addressed to Doctor Johnson, regarding the 
visit of one Mr. Glover to this port 

From the report made to me by Doctor Johnson, on my return to Amoy, the 
following appears to be the facts in the case. Mr. Glover appeared at the con- 
sulate on the afternoon of September 18, and presented a letter from W. Morgan 
Sbuster, collector of customs for the Philippine Islands, which stated that he 
(Glover) was a secret service agent, and asked all United States officials to 
assist him in his investigations. He then informed Doctor Johnson that he 
had been in hiding in the Amoy Hotel for ten days, and that he had succeeded 
in getting a passport visaed by Doctor Johnson, by fraudulent representations, 
through a Chinese detective he had brought with him. After an interview 
lasting about half an hour, during which he made various uncomplimentary 
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remarks regarding the management of this consulate, he left and returned to 
Hongkong the following day. 

He showed Doctor Johnson a certificate of registration signed by British con- 
sul in Amoy. 

As far as can be learned no scandal has arisen /rom his visit, and the only 
trouble the consulate has been put to has been that undergone by Doctor John- 
son in an interview with a blustering individual, such as often invades a consul's 
office. 

This being the case it seems hardly necessary to report the matter to either 
the State Department or to Minister Conger. 

I may say that his principal source of information seems to have been the 
proprietor of the hotel in which he stopped, a man who is absolutely unreliable. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

John H. Fesleb, 

United States Consul. 



835.] Canton, China, December 9, 190S. 

Francis B. Loomis : In further continuation of my No. 328, dated November 
19, 1903, regarding Chinese immigration, I have the honor to enclose herewith 
affidavits from: 

Russell Colegrove, U. S. Vice Consul-General and U. S. Marshal ; A. M. Place 
da Silva, chief clerk, U. S. consulate-general ; His Honor Lee Chee, the d^uty 
and interpreter of H. E., the Hoppo ; J. D. Gillilan, an American merchant, resi- 
dent in Canton ; Lam Chune Sam, banker of Canton ; Jay Kan, silk merchant, of 
Canton; Fung Hung, compradore of Charles E. Richardson, Canton, and from 
myself. 

I also enclose official statements from H. E. Hoppo Shung, superintendent of 
the Imperial Chinese customs at Canton. 

These affidavits and official statements are the outcome of certain charges 
which I have learned from the newspapers, have been made against me by 
Charles E. Richardson, an agent and pretended merchant doing business in 
Canton, Hongkong, Amoy, and Manila, and which were handed by him to W. 
Morgan Shuster, recently collector of customs at Manila. I am informed that 
Richardson, with two men named Miller and Ballantine, entered into an illegal 
conspiracy to land Chinese coolies at Manila, and that the trio forged Chinese 
immigration certificates and were guilty of other criminal acts against the laws 
of our country. Two of them, Miller and Ballantine, were arrested and held 
for trial in Manila. Richardson becoming frightened and fearful of arrest 
and just punishment for his crimes, consulted with Johnson, Stokes and Master, 
a firm of British lawyers in Hongkong, over the possibility of his arrest by me 
or of his extradition to Manila, etc. Apparently he made a clean breast of bis 
crimes to those lawyers, for, according to the enclosed copy of a bill of costs 
forwarded to him by them, he feared arrest at my hands. At another consul- 
tation with them he besought them to ascertain if I or Governor Taft could 
extradite him from Macao, a Portuguese colony, which, by the way, is under 
my Jurisdiction. Hearing through some source that I had issued a warrant 
for his arrest, he chartered a iwwerful steam laimch and put out to sea. He 
returned later on to Hongkong, still keeping clear of Canton and other treaty 
ports in South China. He entered into correspondence with W. Morgan Shus- 
ter, then at Manila, on or about October 22nd. On the 5th of November, 1903, 
he again visited the Hongkong lawyers, Johnson, Stokes and Master, and as 
will be seen on reference to their bill of costs, he informed them that Shuster 
was in Hongkong and had arranged with Governor Taft for all charges against 
him, Richardson, to be withdrawn and not proceeded with on his (Richardson's) 
ligning a statutory declaration showing in what way the American consuls at 
Imoy and Canton were implicated in the immigration frauds. According to 
that bill of costs Ricliardson handed to the British lawyers a draft statement 
of what Shuster proposed Richardson should swear to. After they had perused 
it carefully, they assured him that It practically gave him immunity from his 
crimes. Later on he i>erjured himself by swearing to and signing that statutory 
declaration. 

I am informed that in that declaration he says that I demanded $250 from 
him for passing or visaing the certificate of Chinese immigrants to the Philip- 
pine Islands, and that he paid me $45 for passing or visaing each of said cer- 
tificates. I enclose my affidavits — three In number — solemnly declaring that I 
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never received from him any money or other valuable consideration, either di- 
rectly or indirectly, for passing Chinese immigrants or visaing their certificates 
to the Philippine Islands; that I never at any time "passed" for him any 
Chinese immigrants or any class for the Philippine Islands ; that I never visaed 
for him any passport or certificates for Chinese immigrants to the Philippine 
Islands ; that I never knowingly passed or visaed a certificate of a coolie to the 
Philippine Islands; that Richardson had never had any immigration agent at 
Canton who brought to this consulate at any time any Chinese for immigration 
to the Philippine Islands or elsewhere, and that I had never at any time re- 
ceived any money or other valuable consideration for passing or visaing the 
passports or certificates of any Chinese immigrants whatever to the Philippine 
Islands or the United States of America, or any of our Territories or possessions. 

The official statement of H. E. the hoppo declares that Charles E. Richardson 
or his compradore have never applied at his (The hoppo's) yamen for pass- 
ports for any Chinese immigrants, and that Richardson or his compradore 
have no immigration broker or representative in Canton and never had one. 
All Chinese certificates or passports for all classes of Chinese immigrants are 
issued only at the hoppo's yamen. He is responsible to the Empress Dowager 
for the receipts for all such passports and he makes periodical returns thereof 
to her or her representative, this money being part of Her Majesty's personal 
perquisites. 

The official statement of Colonel Yang, who has been commander of the 
Shameen Legation Guards for the last five years, declares that no Chinese 
have ever been engaged or sent by Richardson or his compradore from here to 
the Philippine Islands; that he (Colonel Yang) would certainly have known 
if such had been the case; that Richardson had never had any immigration 
there, and if he had that he (Colonel Yang) would have known it, as his 
official position requires him to have knowledge of all strangers and their 
business, in Canton. 

The affidavit of our chief clerk, Mr. Silva, declares that all business or 
other conferences in this consulate-general ; either he or the vice-consul is 
Invariably present; that he was present when Richardson informed me of his 
intention to become a Chinese immigration broker; that I disapproved of the 
idea of any American engaging in such a business; that I desired Richardson 
to go to the outside office of the consulate-general for information as to the 
fee, and that no further talk concerning Chinese immigration between Rich- 
ardson and myself took place since that date. Mr. Silva's affidavit tells in 
detail the conversation between Richardson and myself, and adds that Richard- 
son never paid me any money whatever for either visaing the certificate or 
passing any Chinese immigrants for the Philippine Islands or elsewhere; 
that Richardson lied deliberately and wilfully in his statements that he paid 
me any money for passing or visaing certificates, and that I demanded any 
money for such purposes. Mr. Silva finally declares that Richardson never 
had a conference with me at which he (Mr. Silva) was not present 

The affidavit of Mr. Russell Colgrove, U. S. marshal and U. S. vice-consul- 
general, notes a conversation between him and Richardson on the night pre- 
vious to the day on which Richardson informed me of his intention to become 
a Chinese immigration broker in Canton — an intention, by the way, which 
he never carried out. Mr. Colgrove relates the incidents of the morning on 
which Richardson called on me; tells of my ordering Richardson to leave 
the consulate ; says that it is the invariable custom of either Mr. Silva or him- 
self to participate with me in all business and other conferences (except with 
missionaries and consular officers) ; that no Chinese have ever been passed 
by this consulate-general for Richardson, and concludes with the statement 
that all the correspondence that Richardson had with this office is on file here. 

The affidavit of Fung Hang, Richardson's compradore, states that Richardson 

told him he had an office in Amoy where Chinese merchants could procure 

passports to enter Manila ; that Richardson never sent any Chinese from 

'Canton to Manila ; that Fung Hang's firm never engaged in any such business, 

and never paid me any money for this or any bribe of any kind. 

Incidentally I may mention the fact that Richardson perjured himself at 
this consulate-general upwards of five months ago, when he swore before me 
that he was the absolute owner and proprietor of the flour shop in Hing street. 
Canton, of which, according to Mr. Fung Hang, Richardson was only the agent 
Richardson received $1,000 a year from this firm for the use of his name, the 
intention on his part being to deceive me and the Chinese authorities. For 
that perjury he will answer to me later on. 
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The affidavit of Mr. Lum Chune Sam — his thumb mark being affixed alongside 
his signature in Chinese — states that he is a banlcer in Canton ; that since 1898 
he has been the financial guarantor to the U. S. consulate at Canton for his 
clansmen and the constituents of his bank, who are intending applicants for im- 
migration to the United States or the Philippines ; that he has never paid Vice- 
Consuls Williams, jr., White, Hubbard T. Smith, or Consui-General McWade, 
or any one else connected with this consulate, any money or other valuable 
consideration outside of the usual $1.00 gold for the visaing of a Chinese 
certificate; that he obtained a passport for Richardson's comprador's son to 
go to America; that that was the only time he had dealings with this man or 
his compradore; that he knows that Richardson and his compradore have 
not at any time obtained certificates or passports from the hoppo; that he 
had learned that Richardson had extorted large sums of money from Chinese 
immigrants in Hongkong, and that Richardson or his compradore never had 
any agent here in Canton. To Mr. Lum's affidavit I attach my certificate or 
passport of a Chinese immigrant to the Philippine Islands. 

The affidavit and accompanying letter of Mr. Jay Kan — his affidavit also 
bears his thumb mark — testifies that he has introduced and guaranteed to 
this consulate a number of his clansmen, Chinese immigrants to the United 
States; that he never paid any money or valuable consideration either to me, 
my predecessor, or anyone connected with the consulate; that he knows all 
the immigration brokers in Canton; that Charles E. Richardson has never 
done any immigration business in Canton himself. 

It is proper that I should state at this point that during the past year Mr. 
Lun Chune San and Mr. Jay Kan are the only men whose guarantees have 
been received at this consulate-general, or who have succeeded in obtaining 
visaes for the certificates of Chinese immigrants at this consulate-general. 
Mr. Jay Kan has never brought here any applicant for Immigration to the 
Philippine Islands, Mr. Lum's constituents on the contrary going to the 
Philippine Islands and Honolulu. It should be remembered that only seventy 
Chinese immigrants have been passed by me during the past four years to the 
Philippine Islands. None of them were passed for Charles E. Richardson or 
his compradore. 

The affidavit of His Honor Lee Chee, the interpreter and also the deputy to 
H. E. Hoppo, details an attempt by Richardson to corrupt him ; declares that 
neither Richardson nor any agent for him has ever received from the Hoppo 
or his Yamen any certificate or passport, either for the Philippine Islands or 
the United States, except one certificate for a boy, a student for the United 
States, the son of Richardson's compradore, and that certificate was procured 
by Mr. Lum, the banker, and not even by RichardsQU ; that Richardson had 
nevei* had an inmiigratlon agent in Canton, and has never had i)assed by the 
Hoppo or any one else in Canton any Chinese immigrants for the Philippines or 
elsewhere, except the young boy. 

The affidavit of Mr. J. D. Gillilan of Denver, Colorado, narrates the plausible 
way in which Richardson attempted to induce Mr. Gillilan to approach me in 
the matter of passing Chinese women for the Philippines, Richardson's object 
being to send those i»oor creatures there for vile purposes. 

I also inclose photographs of letters sent by Richardson to Dr. Carl Johnson, 
U. S. vice-consul at Amoy, and which are referred to in my despatch No. 328, 
dated Nov. 19. 1903. They are all characteristic of the plausible and insinu- 
ating rogue. One of them, especially, dated June 24. 1903, shows his personal 
animus towards me, in the paragraph reading as follows: 

** I agree with you, care is necessary, but I find that there is something wrong 
re the Canton end. Even when the certificates are not made out proi)erly 
they are landed, and even when cases are not true cases. I have made trials, 
and now am proceeiling to investigate. I will cause some one trouble." 

In his letter dated from Hongkong August 31st. 1903, and marked ** Private 
and confidentinl," he shows the inwardness of his rascality, and, in his attempt 
to tempt Dr. Johnson, lie lies delil>erate]y when he quotes me as having dis-, 
cussed with him at any time the visaeing of passports or refusal to visa pas.s- 
ports by Dr. Carl Johnson or anyone else. A coward Is ever a liar, and he 
lies wickedly in his dastardly efforts to bring Dr. Johnson into a horrible 
situation. His reference to W. Morgan Shuster is of the same vile nature. 
I never discussed W. Morgan Shuster with Chas. E. Richardson at any time 
in my life, and I never at any time used to him. or in his presence, my personal 
or other sentiments concerning Mr. Shuster or any other man or men in the 
Philippine Iwkinds. So far as Dr. Johnson is concerned I do not think for a 
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moment that Richardson was successful in corrupting him, and I frankly 
reiterate my belief in his innocence, as expresed in my despatch No. 328, 
dated Nov. 19, 1903. 

The Manila newspapers, just to hand, indicate that the trial of Richardson's 
fellow conspirators is in progress at that place and that Richardson is giving 
his perjured testimony. 

In order that the interests of Justice may be subserved and that the perjuries 
of Richardson may be clearly disclosed, I cabled this morning, at my expense, 
to Governor-General Taft as follows: 

Governor-General Taft, Manila, 

If Chas. E. Richardson makes any charges against me whatever I ask you 
interests justice to cite me immediately to Manila, my expense, ttiat I may 
refute them. 

CbNSUL-GSNERAL McWaDE. 

At the same time I cabled to the State Department as follows : 

Secretary State, Washington. 

Learn that charges have been made against me. I ask exhaustive examina- 
tion of my office and of charges preferred. 

McWade. 

I also wired to Minister Conger at Pekin as follows : 

Conger, Peking. 

Learning that charges have been made against me, have asked Governor Taft 
to cite me Manila defend myself. Asked Washington exhaustive examination 
of my office. I entreat you direct exhaustive' examination. 

McWade. 

In conclusion, I have the honor to say to you that I thank God my hands are 
clean. I think it is unnecessary to say to you again that I am entirely innocent 
of the charges made by Richardson. 

I have the honor to suggest to you that it is very strange that Mr. W. Morgan 
Shuster, whilst he was in Hongkong — which is about five hours* sail from here— 
did not notify me of his presence or come to Canton and investigate the matter 
for himself. He was personally aware of the fact that I had notified Governor 
Taft of my earnest desire to cooperate with him in a thorough and exhaustive 
examination of the Chinese immigration to the Philippines. I learn that he 
was in Hongkong for at least five days. He had, therefore, ample time and 
abundant opportunity* to follow a proper and honorable official course. 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

Robert M. McWade, 
U. 8. Cwiaul'OencraU 

P. S. — After writing the above despatch, I cabled to the Department as fol- 
lows, duplicating my cablegram to Minister Conger : 

Secretary State, Washington. 
Am mailing affidavits establishing my absolute innocence. 

McWade. 



Consulate-General of the United States. 

Canton, China. October SO, 190S. 
Hon. William H. Taft, 

Qovernor-GcneraJ of the Philippine Islands. 
Esteemed Sir: Through sensational publications and other sources, I have 
learned that an investigation is being made in Manila of the passports or cer- 
tificates issued to Chinese Immigrants to the Philippines. 

I am desirous of aiding that investigation and of cooperating with those having 
it in charge, so that it may be thorough and exhaustive. To that end I have the 
honor therefore of informing you that the entire records and personnel of this 
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consulate-general are at your service, so far as they relate to Chinese Immigra- 
tion, directly or indirectly. 

I am, esteemed sir, your obedient servant, 

Robert M. McWade, 
U, 8, Consul'GeneraU 

The Government op the Philippine Islands, 

Executive Bureau, 
Manila, November 10, 1903. 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your communication of the 
80th ultimo, addressed to the civil governor, in which you offer to assist in any 
investigation that this (Government may contemplate making with reference to 
illicit Chinese immigration to the Philippine Islands, and to inform you in reply 
that your kindly offer is highly appreciated by the civil governor, and will be 
gladly taken advantage of should occasion arise. 
With renewed assurances of esteem and respect, I have the honor to be, sir. 
Your obedient servant, 

A. W. Ferguson, 

Executive Secretary. 
Honorable Robert M. McWade, 
United States Conaul-Oenerah 

Canton, China. 



Consulate-General of ihe United States, 

Canton, China, December Slst, 1903. 
Hon. Luke E. Wright, ^ • 

Govemor-Oeneral, Manila, P. I. 

Esteemed Sir: I have the honor to inform you that Dr. D. J. Gilliland, of 
Denver, Colorado, whose affidavit in re C. B. Richardson I presented to you 
during my recent visit to Manila, has left Canton suddenly — a hotel bill, footing 
up to almost $700 Mexican, and other personal debts being unpleasant reminders 
of his ** business *' sojourn at this port. I am about to issue a warrant for his 
arrest I therefore consider his affidavit valueless, for I have always held that 
the parties to an issue should come Into court with clean hands. 

I regret to add that three pieces of luggage, a large "extension dress-suit 
case, a deep, large-sized leather portmanteau, and a round, tin hat box, belong- 
ing to my wife and me, were lost or accidentally mislaid by the night clerk of 
the Bay View Hotel, Manila. I paid him to put them and other pieces of heavy 
baggage on board the S. S. Gaelic early In the day of our departure, December 
24th, and In the afternoon he returned and reported to me that " all of the bag- 
gage wa.<i on board the Oaelic, and properly marked. I thanked him, and paid 
him $5.00 for his trouble. After the ship sailed my wife and I found, to our 
dismay, tliat all the heavy baggage was on board, but the rest was missing. 
Diligent searches, then and subsequently, resulted fruitlessly. In one of those 
" missing " grii)s were Vice-Consul Johnson's original letters, the photographic 
copies of which I handed you. It also contained my letters to my wife. 

I enclose for your Information a copy of the questions asked of each Chi- 
nese application for Immigration to the United States or the Philippine Islands. 

Since my return I have had a slight attack of malarial fever, which prevented 
my writing to you before this date. 

1 am. esteemed sir, your obedient servant. 

Robert M. McWade, 
U. S. Consul-General. 



Envelope A'o. 7. 

Washington, D. C., October 10, 1903. 
Taft, Manila: 

State l)ei)artnieiit inquires in reference to allegation recent cables complicity 
consuls of the United States China fraudulent entry Chinese to the Philippine 
Islands. If any substantiation of allegation, request evidence. 

Edwards. 
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Manila, November 2, 190S. 
Secbetart Wab: 

Referring to telegram from your Office of 10th ult, complicity consuls, no 
substantiation newspaper allegations can be had until cases against Miller 
and Ballantine tried. 

Taft. 



Excerpts from cablegrams re McWade, 

Manila, December 10, 1903. 
Sec. War, Washington: 

Confidential. In investigation over conspiracy fraudulently to secure admis- 
sion of Chinese coolies as merchants into the Philippine Islands, evidence tend- 
ing to implicate McWade, Canton, and Johnson, Amoy, submitted to me. An 
accomplice named Richardson, on offer of immunity, turned States' evidence, and 
given me stenographic statement implicating McWade in fraud. McWade tele- 
graphs : " If Charles E. Richardson maizes any charges against me, whatever 
I ask you interests Justice to cite me immediately to Manila, my escpense, that 
I may refute them." 

Which course does the State Department require? That McWade come to 
Manila to answer charges, that I send charges and evidence to him for answer 
to State Department, or that I bring such evidence as I have with me to the 
United States, advising McWade of this action? 

Taut. 



Washington, D. C, December 12, 1903, 
Taft, Manila: 

Referring to telegram from your office of 10th instant, Secretary of State 
believes more satisfactory examination could be made under your direction 
at Manila than here, and requests that you ask McWade to come to the Philip- 
pine Islands for the purpose of explaining his connection with alleged fraudu- 
lent transactions. McWade will be telegraphed to obey any sununons or 
request of the civil governor of the Philippine Islands in the matter. 

Edwabds. 
Statement of Mr, Ho Ki Chu, 

I am a native of Heung Shan, at present residing at Fung Yuen street 
Canton. 

Last year, about the 5th Intercelary Moon, my brother-in-law, Mr. Keork 
Sin Lan, sent me a letter and told me that a certain American called Richard- 
son proposed to open my marble mine, which is situated at Hung Tong Cham 
Pan Shan, at Low Ting Chow, so I went down to Hongkong and saw him at 
his office. He told me to send him some samples, to be shipped to New York, 
and if it be found satisfactory, he wiil call for shares to start with the mines. 

He then proposed to me that he would call for shares to the amount of 
$52,000, i. e., $20,000 owned by myself as owner of the quarry, and $32,000 cash 
from out shares; $2,000 will be given to the U. S. consul-general in either 
cash or shares for compensation for his troubles. 

He told me that he was afraid some Germans would carry on this business 
with me and asked me to transfer my deeds to him as a surety, but he had given 
me a document undertaking to return me the same whenever I demand for 
them. Then I went with Mr. Richardson and handed my deeds to the U. S. 
consul-general who, after a few days, had issued me a passport for going to 
ray quarry to get the marble. 

He had obtained samples from me to the amount of $1,613 (for labor and 
expenses), but had only paid me a sum of $500, the balance being $1,113 still 
due me. He has now written me a letter to the U. S. consulate-general, author- 
izing me to get back my deeds. 

Witnesses : 

F. M. Canby. 
Lam Hon Wan. 

Sworn to before me this 20th day of February, 1904. 

Robert M. McWade, 
U, 8, Consul-General, Canton^ CKUvck. 
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To his honor the United States Consul-General : 

The humble petition of Ho Ki Chu, a native of the Heung Shan district, now 
residing at Fung Yuen street. Canton, sheweth : 

That your petitioner has owned a marble quarry in the Hung Tong, Chan 
Pan Shan, at Low Ting Chow. 

That certain American cailed Richardson has used false pretences, taking 
away my title deeds to the above-mentioned quarry and personating to the 
United States consul-general as the owner of the said quarry. 

That he has proposed to me to call for shares to the amount of $52,000, that 
he offered me certain shares at the value of $20,000 as the owner of the quarry, 
and that he will give $2,000 as compensation to the United States consul- 
general. 

That he has caused me to dig some marble samples from the said quarry 
whereupon I have expended a sum of $1,613 for labor and other expenses, out 
of which I have received only $500, but the balance, say $1,113, he refused to 
pay me, though many demands have been made on him. 

That be has defrauded both my title deeds and money, by misrepresentations, 
I find that he has no means and all his statements are false. I am constrained, 
therefore, to bring the matter before your honor, and beg that your honor will 
kindly order the said Richardson to make good the money to your petitioner, 
as well as the title deeds. 

And your petitioner will ever pray. 

Witnesses : 

F. M. Canby. 

Interpreter, Lam Hon Wan. 

Sworn to before me this 20th day of February, 1904. 

Robert M. McWade, 
17. 8. Consul-Oeneral, Canton^ China. 



To all the Chinese officials, etc., greeting: 

This will certify that How Ki Chu, a representative and partner of the Ameri- 
can merchant, Mr. Charles E. Richardson, and the manager of the marble 
quarry situated near Kam Kai, Lo Ting district, proceeds to that place to bring 
out some sample marble for the said American merchant. 

All courtesies shown to him will be appreciated by me, and I desire that ample 
protection be accorded to the said How Ki Chu, and that himself and his sam- 
ple marble be safely and freely allowed to pass without any obstruction. 

Robert M. McWade, 
Vnited States Consul-Oeneral. 
Canton, China, June, 1903. 
True copy. 

Robert M. McWade, 
Consul-Ocneral of the United States. 



Statement of Ho Ki Chu. 

When I applied to Mr. Charles E. Richardson on several occasions for my 
title deeds he told me that he dared not go up to Canton, but he promised to 
get me back the deeds as soon as a new consul-general will come after the 
Chinese New Year. 

Mr. Richardson told me the reason why he refused to come up to Canton is 
because he is afraid of l>elng arrested. 
Witnesses : 

F. M. Canby. 
Lam Hon Wan. 
Sworn to before me this 20th day of February, 1904. 

Robert M. McWade, 
Vnited States Consul-General, 

Canton, China, 
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Canton. China. Jan. 29, 1903. 
Hon. R. M. McWade. 

United States Consul-General, Canton. 
Dear Sib: When the deeds are finished being registered, re the marble de- 
posits, situated at or near Knm Kai. deeded to me this day by one How Ki Chu, 
please give the said deeds to How Kl Chn and greatly oblige. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chab. E. Richardson. 



Canton, China, January 29, 190S. 
How Ki Chu, Esq., Canton (or whom it may concern) : 

I hereby certify that certain marble quarries or deposits, situated near Kum 
Ki Che, are not my property, but are deeded to me by the said How Ki ChH 
for his protection, and are held in trust by me for the said How Ki Chu. 

I further certi^ hereby that I will deed this said property back to How K! 
Chu at any time he may wish me to do so. 
Yours, truly, 

Chas. R. Richardson. 

Voluntarily presented by How Ki Chu this 20th day of Feb., 1904, together 
with his petition exposing Chas. E. Richardson's rascality. 

Ada Silog (?), Chief Clerk. 



Canton, China, February 24, 1904. 

Mt Dear Colonel: While I was in Hongkong a few days ago, I was ap- 
proached one evening by Gillian (John D. Gillian), who is so well known (by 
his creditors) in Manila and here. He asked for a private interview and invited 
me to the rooms of his particular friend, the notorious Richardson — he of the 
late Chinese smuggling episode. 

I was a little surprised to find myself in the company of this nefarious 
vagabond, as well in the company of a brace of s<M>undrels who have so long 
cheated some bastlle of its just culprits. But you too well know these arch 
vultures to need any treatise from me regarding them. But what was my 
surprise when they unbosomed their desire for the interview to find that they 
wanted to connect yourself in some w^ay with the padding of our pay sheeto 
by some of our timekeepers and foremen handling coolies on construction on 
the Sam Shui division. While probably my apparent disgust at being guided 
to their den of iniquity and then listen to their plotting against the good name 
and questioning the honesty, integrity, and national reputation of my friend and 
fellow-oountrj'man, yourself, this disgust no doubt prevented their unfolding 
their entire scheme of deviltry. However, I drew them out a little, and it seems 
they both have some cause for their hatred of you. which you perhaps under- 
stand. I do not; and it is for this imaginary, or more likely just reason, for 
getting even that they are plotting. I can understand that if you and they 
have ever come in contact your " old fashion " hatred of chicanery, vandalism, 
etc., that these two have practiced in the Orient would at once cause you 
to checkmate them at every turn, and hence, as a natural consequence, would* 
lead them to use every measure of trickery (for this kind do not understand 
honorable opposition) to besmirch the good name of one whose muddy srhoes 
they are not fit to clean. 

To those who know you as we do in this community their intriguing will fall 
to the ground, but I have thought it only right and due you to warn you of 
their doings, as you know such characters are scheming and debauching when 
good, honest people are sleeping. 

Excuse this intrusion, and believe me, 

Yours, very sincerely, William M. Pinkston. 



Confidential.] United States Legation, 

Tokyo, Japan, February 15, 190^. 
To the honorable Luke E. Wright, 

Governor of the Philippines, Manila. 
Sir: There are a numl>er of companies in Japan whose business is to ship 
Japanese emigrants to various parts of the world. 

Some time ago about thirty of these companies were united into one organiza- 
tion which is called the Trans-Pacific Elmigration Company. ThU oc^xy^jscci. 
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has now a practical monopoly of the business. It has a large capital and un- 
doubtedly has done a very profitable business. The company is now turning Its 
attention towards the Philippines with a view of sending Japanese emigrants 
to those islands. 

When Grovemor Taf t was here early in January the president of the com- 
pany had an interview with him in this legation, and the question was discussed 
at some length. Governor Taft was very noncommittal and advised them to 
deal directly with the governor of the Philippines. 

I am now in receipt of a letter from Mr. Terutake Hinata, a member of the 
Japanese parliament and an officer of the emigration company, informing me 
that a representative of the company, one Dr. Warrington Eastlake, will leave 
for Manila on the S. S. Korea, sailing from Nagasaki on or about the 25th 
instant. Doctor Eastlake goes to investigate the situation and to ascertain, if 
possible, your views on the subject of the possible emigration of Japanese to 
the Philippines. 

In this connection I may state that I refused to give Doctor Eastlake a letter 
of introduction to you, for the reason that I object to him personally. The com- 
pany he represents, however, is entitled to consideration and hearing. This 
company has sent a large number of emigrants to Hawaii, where you could 
ascertain whether the actions of the company have l)een proper and the results 
satisfactory. There have been some cases of evading or attempting to evade 
our emigration laws and the company was accused of complicity, but so far 
nothing has been proved. We tried to investigate the matter here, but without 
any important results. 

The company appears to have very close relations with the Japanese Gov- 
ernment, but it has no official character. The point which I wish to emphasize 
to you is that this company has a monopoly of the business, and if any immi- 
gration from Japan to the Philippines is to take place it will probably have to 
be under its auspices. 

I would ask you to regard the information herein contained as confidential. 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

Lloyd C. Gbiscom, V. 8. MinMer. 



Strictly confidential.] 

Consulate-General of the Unifed States, 

Canton, China, February 20th, 1904. 
Hon. Luke E. Wright, 

Govemor-Oeneral, Manila, P, I, 

My Dear Govenor: I have been very much worried and, indeed, deeply 
distressed over the false charges made against me by Charles E. Richardson, 
against whom, as you are aware, I have had warrants out for months for 
perjury and other crimes. My worriment and distress have been added to by 
recent letters from home, one of them from my eldest sou, Robert, enclosing a 
clipping from a Philadelphia newspaper, and the others from a newspaper- 
clipping bureau in New York, enclosing extracts from New York and other 
papers. I enclose the clipping received from Robert and one of those from the 
bureau. According to those clippings, charges have been made against me by 
the Philippine Government I am informed that those are the charges made 
by Morgan Shuster. You have investigated them, and can safely say that there is 
no truth whatever in them, and that I am not guilty, inferentially or otherwise. 

I enclose an extract of a letter addressed by Russell Colgrove's father to him, 
which tells its own story. I am sorry that Old Mr. Colgrove took it upon him- 
self to approach the Secretary of State or any of his assistants on my business. 
Doubtlessly he did so on his sou's account. I am sorry to say that Colgrove 
has made another mistake, and that I will be forced to take action upon it He 
has again violated his solemn oath to abstain from liquors, and that, added to 
his nightly frequenting the flower boats, makes for trouble and ugly scandal. 
I am informed that this morning two American prostitutes from Hongkong were 
inquiring for him at the hotel : but as he had disapi)oared from early yesterday 
afternoon and no one knew his whereabouts the '* ladies " failed to meet him. 

Apropos of Richardson : The Chinaman whom he tried to cheat out of the 
marble quarry, which Richardson falsely alleged in Manila that he owned, came 
to the consulate yesterday and voluntarily made a sworn statement over his 
own signature and seal exposing Richardson's rascality and turpitude. 
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If there is any point which yon wish to have cleared up or which seems to 
yon in any way obscure, or on which you have any doubt I will be most glad 
to clear it up and give you the most ample information, fully attested. 

I have Just had a letter from Frank Branngan, and Isabel has received one 
from Peggy Branagan, telling us what lively times there are in Manila. I am 
sorry to hear that Mrs. Branagan has been ill. Both she and Frank seemed to 
be under* the erroneous impression that the Boxers are kicking up the devil 
of a row here, and that the Chinese are likely to slaughter the foreigners, etc 
Canton was never more peaceful or tranquil, and the foreigners never more 
restful in the assured confidence of perfect safety. Our exports of silks, mat- 
tings, etc., are almost ten times greater than they were this time last year. 
The native and foreign merchants are prosperous, and there is plenty of work 
for the coolies — facts which contribut materially to the maintenance of law and 
order. 

Isabel is daily expecting to hear from Mrs. Wright, and, like myself, hope 
soon to have her on her promised visit Please say to her that this is the most 
pleasant and enjoyable time of the year for a visit to Canton. 

I had a long letter a few days ago from our good friend Mr. Jenks. He is by 
this time in Peking, and I am sure both Mr. and Mrs. Conger will do their best 
to make his stay as agreeable as possible. 

Isabel Joins me in best and kindest regards to Mrs. Wright and your good self. 
Cordially and sincerely, yours, 

Robert M. McWade. 



Consuijite-Genebal of the United States, 

Canton, China, February 2oth, 190^, 
Hon. Luke E. Wright. 

Oovemor-Oenerah Manila, P. L 

Esteemed Sir: I have the honor to place before you the enclosed original 
papers and documents, hereinafter noted as exhibits, in the case of the alleged 
American citizen Charles E. Richardson, who turned State*s evidence against 
his copartners in crime, Miller and Ballantlne, and who also made a number of 
atrociously false charges against me. Those charges were met by me, and their 
falsity and malice fully established, the proofs thereof being in your hands. 

Since my return to my post from Manila I have heard from various sources 
reports of Richardson's malicious boastings, etc., concerning me. I have failed, 
notwithstanding every possible effort to Induce him to come to China or to leave 
the protection of the British colony of Hongkong. 

It will be noted that In my answers, made In Manila, to his false statements, 
I asserted that he did not own a certain marble quarry near Kum Kal, In the 
province of Kwantung, and that his other statements In connection therewith 
were falsehoods. When he brought the deeds of that quarry property here 
to this consulate-general he made that he owned the property outright; that 
he had paid over $20,000 for it, and he explained the discrepancy between that 
amount and the $5,000 mentioned In each deed as purchase money by the ex- 
planation that the magistrate of that district charged either 8 or 10 taels per 
100 taels as his official fee for preparing the new deeds and registering them 
at bis Yamen. He added that the fee was exorbitant and he wanted to free 
himself from being " squeezed." I asked him " where he got the money to pay 
for the property'," and he said '* he obtained it from persons in the United States 
whom he had interested in the matter of the purchase, and for whom he was 
acting," and that " he also obtained some of the money from personal Chinese 
friends." He asked me " to help him In the construction of a road from the 
quarry to the river, a distance of about 8 miles, he said. " I told him that the 
oonstruction of such a road would cost a considerable amount of money," and I 
said "before I approached the Viceroy on the subject It would be necessary 
for me to be sure that the funds requisite for such construction were on 
hand." Richardson evasively replied that I "need have no fear on that score, 
and that when the time arrived for the payment of the work It would be 
found that he had plenty of money." I told him my doubts about the matter and 
I "preferred certainty rather than guessing." 

He then declared that he would " immediately communicate with his parties 
In New York, and as soon as he received the funds from them he would place 
satisfactory evidence of that fact before me." I then agreed. In the meantime, 
to register the deeds here and to hold them subject to the carrying out of his 
promifle. I should also add that he solemnly assured me that " he would fur- 
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tti8h, within the coming week, a list of the names and addresses of the New 
York parties who had, he said, advanced the money to purchase this property, 
and from whom he expected to get the funds for the construction of the proposed 
road and for the work of quarrying and polishing the marble. He never fur- 
nished those names and addresses or the evidence of the receipt from New 
York of the promised funds ; consequently I held the deeds, satisfied in my own 
mind that in this, as in other instances, he had perjured himself. 

You will therefore see why I stated to you in Manila my positive conviction 
that he lied when he said he owned that property. The last few days hav^ 
fully established the absolute truth of my conviction, to wit : 

About noon on February 20th, 1904, a Chinaman named Haw Ki Chu, came 
to this consulate-general and handed to Mr. A. M. Place da Silva, our chief 
clerk, the enclosed letter from Chas. E. Richardson, addressed to me, asking me 
to deliver to Haw Ki Chu the deeds of the marble quarry. This letter is 
marked Exhibit " A." When that letter was handed to me I sent for Haw Ki 
Chu and interrogated him in the presence of our chief clerk, Mr. da Silva, and 
of our interpreter, Mr. Lum Hon Wan. His statements were of such a charac- 
ter that, after consideration, I requested him to put them in writing and then 
asked him " if he was willing to swear to their truthfulness." He replied 
that " he would gladly do so and would also, as a further proof of his sincerity, 
aflSx to each statement his signature and the thumb and middle marks of his 
right hand." He went to the interpreter's room and there prepared the enclosed 
statements, marked Exhibits "B" and " C." Those exhibits tell their own 
story and expose Richardson's turpitude. You will please note that in Exhibit 
" B " Haw Ki Chu says that I issued a passport to him ; he means that I gave 
him a brief note stating that he was a partner of and manager for Richardson 
in this quarry and desiring the local officials to afford him protection in the 
prosecution of his business. I enclose a copy of that credential marked Ex- 
hibit " E." 

Exhibit '* D " details one of Richardson's recent statements about his ability 
to have me dismissed from the service and the cause of his fear of coming to 
Canton. 

On opening the deeds on the 20th of February, 1904, I found the enclosed 
memorandum from Richardson marked Exhibit " F " requesting me to hand 
the deeds after registration to Haw Ki Chu. 

After Haw Ki Chu had handed me bis affidavits he told me that he had in 
his i)osse8sion evidence in Richardson's own handwriting that Richardson was 
not the owner of the marble quarry. This evidence was. he said, in his trunk 
in a friend's house in Canton and he would produce it if I wished to have it I 
requested him to go at once and bring it to me. He did so, and whilst handing 
it to me remarked that *' it would prove Richardson to be a great liar." I 
enclose that document marked Exhibit " G." 

I also enclose 5 Chinese documents relating to Haw Ki Chu's quarry. I place 
no marks on them because they are official Chinese documents. As tBey are 
originals I request that you order them to be carefully preserved and returned 
to me at your convenience. 

In addition to the foregoing, I also place before you a letter addressed to me 
by Colonel William M. Pinkston, chief clerk of the American-Hankow Railway. 
Pinkston is a fine old gentleman and was connected with the Quartermaster's 
Department in Manila for several years. His letter shows that Richardson and 
John D. Gillian are engaged in another abominable conspiracy against me in 
Hongkong. Pinkston says they assured him they were getting up affidavits that 
I was interested in falsifying and padding the pay rolls of the thousands of 
coolies now engaged in the construction of the American Canton-Hankow 
Railway. Colonel Pinkston's letter is marked " H." 

In conclusion I have the honor to say to you that you have in your possession 
all of Richardson's original letters and statements which have ever come to this 
consulate-general or been received by me, either here or elsewhere. The letter 
and documents in this enclosure are also originals. I ask you to have them care- 
fully preserved. I also thank you in the interests of justice and of the service 
to give me that exoneration and vindication which I fully deserve and which 
my record and my official services fully merit. 

My life has always been an open book and, thank God, I have no fear of the 
most careful scrutiny of its pages. 

With cordial esteem and profound respect, 
I am, esteemed sir, your obedient servant, 

Robert M. McWade, 
17. 8, OonsulrOeneral. 
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Febbuabt 13, 1904. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

United States Oansul-Oenerah Canton. 
Deab Sib: Kindly deliver the bearer, Mr. Ho Kl Cboo, the deeds of that 
marble quarry situated near Kum Kai, which were left with you to be 
registered. 

Yours, truly, 

Chas. B. Richabdson. 
Exhibit "A." 



List of questions asked each Chinese applicant for immigration to the United 

States, 

Consulate-General of the United States of America, 

Canton, China, , 190—, 

What is your nanie? 

What is your age? 

Where is your native place? 

In what district? 

What is your business? 

What is your capital? 

What is your share? 

How long have you been in business? 

What is the name of the company? 

Where? In what street? 

Where do you intend going to? 

For what purpose? 

In what business? 

What is the name of the company? 

In where, and what street? 

What is the capital? 

What is your share? 

What position are you going to occupy? 

Is your name registered in the partnership boolc? 

How much money are you taking with you? 

What evidence can you show that you have that money and that you are tak- 
ing it with you? 

What is your surety in your native village as to your genuineness of your bus- 
iness qualifications? 

Who is your surety in Canton? 

What is his business? 

In what street? 

What property has he? 

Where is his statement on your behalf? 

Have you ever been in any other country than China? If so, where? 

What have you been doing when you were away? 

Are you married? If so, how many wives have ypu? 

Where are they? 

Are your parents alive? 

Where are they? 

Have you ever been afflicted with any contagious diseases? 



Canton, Exhibit D (2). 

(Seal)— (Stamp). 

Declaration of Charles Edward Richardson. 

I, Charles Edward Richardson, of 15 Queens Road CJentral, Victoria in the 
Colony of Hongkong, merchant, do solemnly and sincerely declare and say as 
follows : 

1. I am an American citizen and have resided at Victoria, aforesaid, for the 
last six years or thereabouts. 
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2. During the month of August 1903, I entered into an agreement by means 
of certain letters and correspondence with one William Darling Ballantine, of 
Amoy, in the Empire of China, and one John Thompson Miller, of Manila, in 
the Philippine Islands, but the said partnership was to be carried on under no 
Gfpeciflc name. 

3. The object for which the partnership was formed was to procure from the 
Chinese authorities certificates for Chinese persons for the purpose of landing 
the said Chinese persons in the Philippine Islands, and also to get the signature 
of such Chinese authorities as aforesaid visaed by the American consular authori- 
ties in Canton and Amoy. 

4. On or about the 2d September, 1903, the said John Thompson Miller handed 
to me in Hongkong, for my signature, a contract already signed by the said 
William Darling Ballantine and by the said John Thompson Miller, but this 
document I refused to sign or to become a party to and thereupon burnt it 

5. On or about that day I wrote to the said William Darling Ballantine 
instructing him to destroy the copy of the said contract which I understood 
was in his possession. 

6. This said contract contained all the terms, objects, and conditions for which 
the above mentioned partnership was formed. 

7. Towards the end of May and during the month of June, 1903, I had occa- 
sion to make for the purposes of my business several journeys to Canton ; none 
of the said journeys being solely on this specific business. 

8. On several of these occasions I had interviews with Robert M. McWade, 
the consul-general in Canton for the United States of America, regarding the 
price of his visaing the signatures of the Chinese authorities to such certificates 
as aforesaid. 

9. No definite decision in regard to the price was arrived at between myself 
and the said Robert M. McWade on any such occasion, but it was ultimately 
decided between the said Robert M. McWade and myself that I was to fix the 
price with his clerk, a man called A. M. P. da Silva, an employee in the Ameri- 
can consulate at Canton. 

10. I was at that time aware that other persons and firms were sending about 
15 to 20 Chinese persons per week to the Philippine Islands and having them 
landed there, the charge per head being $250 to $280. 

11. When I spoke on the subject to the said A. M. P. da Silva, according to 
Mr. Mc Wade's instructions, he (da Silva) named the sum of $150 per head as 
the price for visaing such certificates by the American authorities at Canton. 

12. During the month of August I again visited Canton and met the said 
A. M. P. da Silva, and I then told him that the highest sum I could pay for 
each Chinese person, landed in Manila, would be $40 per head (Hongkong cur- 
rency). This I explained to him was more than either I or the said William 
Darling Ballantine or the said John Thompson Miller would make out of the 
business. 

13. The said Robert M. McWade was at that time staying in the Portuguese 
colony of Macao, on a visit, and in consequence of this I went to Macao and 
saw Mr. McWade and explained to him the arrangement which I had made 
with Mr. da Silva. To this Mr. McWade raised no objection. 

14. Towards the end of August, 1903, about six applicants obtained papers 
enabling them to land in Manila. These papers were received from the hoppo, 
a Chinese official at Canton, and were In due course visaed by the American 
consular authorities in Canton, and all these applicants sailed by the steamship 
Kaifottg, in the month of September, for Manila, and to the best of my knowl- 
edge, information and belief were duly landed in Manila, aforesaid. 

15. I received the above Information by a cablegram dispatched from Manila 
by the said John Thompson Miller. Some time after the receipt of the cable- 
gram I journeyed to Canton on the 1st October, 1903, and on the following 
day at about 8.30 a. m. I saw the said A. M. P. da Silva In his room at the 
Victoria Hotel. Shanieen, Canton, and there and then paid him the sum of $240 
Hongkong currency. 

And I make this solemn declaration conscientiously believing the same to be 
true and by virtue of the statutory declarations act 1835. 

ChAS. E. RlCHABl>SON. 

Declared by the declarant, Charles Edward Richardson, at Victoria, in the 
colony of Hongkong, this 5th day of Xoveml^er, 1903, before me — 
Donald Piper, [seal.] 

Notary Public, Hotigkong. 
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(Seal— Stamp.) 

To all to whom these presents shall come, I. Donald Piper, notary public duly 
authorized, admitted, and sworn, residing, practicing at Victoria, in the island 
and British colony of Hongkong, do hereby certify that I was present on the 
5th day of November instant at Victoria aforesaid, and did them and there see 
Charles Edward Richardson, the person named in the annexed statutory declara- 
tion, duly sign and declare the said statutory declaration before me. and that 

the name or signature " Chas. E. Richardson " thereto suscril)ed is of the 

proper handwriting of the declarant, the said Charles Edward Richardson, and 
that the name or signature " Donald Piper " subscribed thereto as the notary 
public, before whom the said statutory declaration was made, is of the proper 
handwriting of me. the said notarj\ 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and aflixed my 
seal of office this 5th day of November. 1903. 

[sEAi^l Donald Piper, 

' Notary Public, Hongkong, 



Consulate-General of the United States, Hongkong. 
I. Edwd. S. Bragg, consul-general of the United States for the colony of 
Hongliong. do hereby certify that Donald Piper, whose name is subscribed to 
the annexed instrument as notary public, is a notary public in and for the 
colony of Hongkong, and is duly qualified and acting as such; that I am well 
acquainted with the handwriting of said Donald Piper, and that his signature 
to the said instrument is genuine. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal this 6th day of November. 1003. 

[SEAL.] Edwd. S. Bragg, 

v. 8. Consul'Oeneral of the United 

States of America at Hongkong. 



Canton, Exhibit E. 

Affidavit of Russell Colegrove, 

Taken before the Hon. Edward S. Bragg, consul-general of the United States 
of America at Victoria, in the colony of Hongkong. 

Russell Colegrove, being first duly sworn by the Hon. Edward S. Bragg, 
consul-general of the United States, deposes and says : 

My name is Russell Colegrove ; I have lived in Canton for the last ten months 
and have been personally acquainted with Robert McWade, consul-general of 
the United States at Canton, for about one year and a half. I have been United 
States marshal in the United States Consular Service since a year ago last 
March, and vice-consul-general since July 1, 1903. While in the consular service 
at Canton I l>ecame acquainted with and personally knew a Chinese by the name 
of Lum, who was a broker in the Chinese emigration business. Lum's business 
was securing emigration certificates for Chinese emigrants, permitting them to 
land in the United States. Lum acted in this capacity for his own personal 
benefit, so far as I know. I do not know anythng about any contract that Lum 
made with any person for securing official consular signatures and seals to 
emigration certificates for Chinese to land in the United States whom he might 
present at the consulate for that purpose, but I do know that when I was first 
sworn in as vice-consul-general I received instructions in the most emphatic 
language and in the most profane manner from Robert McWade, consul-general 
of the United States at Canton, to pass all Chinese persons brought to the con- 
sulate by Lum and another Chinese by the name of Jay Kan. Lum and Jay 
Kan live in Canton, and Jay Kan has a shop or store in Hongkong. About three 
months ago I saw this man Lum pay the chief clerk in the consular service at 
Canton, whose name is Mr. da Silva, between $3,000 and $4,000 Mexican, and 
Mr. da Silva placed this money in a safe in his room, and the next morning in 
my company he carried it to the United States consulate and deposited it in the 
safe of the consul-general, Robert McWade, and the money was paid out the 

H. Doc. 665, 59-1 11 
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same day by the consul-general, Robert McWade, to a Chinese banker at Can- 
ton, known as '* China Jim/' on a debt the consul-general owed China Jim per- 
sonally. This China Jim is an American citizen by virtue of naturalization, 
and speaks the English language perfectly. " China Jim " has the customary 
number and series of Chinese names, but he is generally known as " China Jim." 
He is of medium height, goes clean shaven, has extremely stooping shoulders, 
has brown eyes, weighs about 160 pounds, and is well built and strong. He is a 
banker by profession, and owns a bank in Canton known as and called Bo f^un 
Bank, and he is the man that the consul-general, Robert McWade, employed to 
secure the rice that was sent to Kwan Si during the famine. China Jim told 
me that he purchased $35 Mexican worth of rice for the consul-general, Robert 
McWade, to be sent to Kwan Si, and that he purchased every picul of rice that 
was purchased or forwarded through the United States consulate at Canton for 
the starving people of Kwan Si. I do not know anything about the consul- 
general, Robert McWade, receiving 200 sacks of flour from a man by the name of 
Charles E. Richardson as a contribution to the people of Kwan Si during the 
famine there. Mr. da Silva, chief clerk in the United States Consular Service 
at Canton, told me that the receipts of money from Amfierica for the famine- 
stricken people of Kwan Si amounted to over $25,000 gold. I do not know 
whether the consul-general, Robert McWade, used that money for his own per- 
sonal uses, but I do know that he did not pay for the rice purchased through 
China Jim for seven months after it was delivered. I know that China Jim 
has now been paid for the rice, except the interest due, amounting to $1,100 
Mexican, which he charged the consul-general, Robert McWade, for the use of 
the money for seven or eight months, during which time he was trying to collect 
the money from the consul-general, Robert McWade, but could not do so. I 
know that China Jim went to a number of missionaries In Canton who were 
interested in the relief of the famine-stricken people of Kwan Si and told them 
the complete story in connection with the rice transaction, and among the mis- 
sionaries at Canton to whom China Jim appealed was the Rev. Alf, Rev. Shoe- 
maker, Rev. Selden, and the Rev. H. V. Noys; and also China Jim had com- 
munication with the chief clerk in the Imperial post-oflSce at Canton relative to 
the matter of collecting the money for the rice from the consul-general, Robert 
McWade, and following the interviews and communications that China Jim had 
with these gentlemen, the consul-general, Robert McWade, made effort to pay 
the obligations and did pay the same at different times and in different amounts 
in the paper currency in circulation in that part of China. I understood from 
all the Information at hand at the time that the consul-general, Robert McWade, 
had used the money that was sent from America for the relief of the people of 
Kwan Si for his own personal uses, and that he collected different sums of 
money from Lum and Jay Kan which he paid to China Jim for the purchase 
of the rice sent to Kwan SI. At one time I gave the consul-general, Robert 
McWade, my personal check for $2,000 Mexican on the company of which I am 
the president, and which check he turned over in my presence to China Jim, who 
cashed it in. There were about 50 Chinese coolies presented and passed at the 
United States consulate at Canton weekly by Jay Kan and Lum while I was 
connected with the consulate there. I have been informed many times by the 
Chinese who had applied to the brokers to obtain for them consular landing cer- 
tificates that the price paid by the brokers to the consul-general, through the 
Portuguese clerk, da Silva, was from $40 to $100 Mexican per head, according 
to the financial condition of the applicant I am the president of the Cai^on 
and Hongkong Ice and Cold Storage Company. The company was organized 
about six months ago in the United States consulate at Canton upon the sug- 
gestion of the consul-general, Robert McWade, and the fact was so stated and 
published in the minutes of the meeting. The consul-general, Robert McWade, 
received $50,000 Mexican in shares of the company. I delivered to the consul- 
general, Robert McWade, $37,000 Mexican in shares of the company, and he 
has $13,000 Mexican in shares of the company to his credit on the books of 
Watkins & Company, of Hongkong, who are the agents of the company. The 
consul-general, Robert McWade, was not present at the meeting of the company 
at which he was given these shares of stock, but he had informed me personally 
tiiat if the ice and cold storage company started he wanted $50,000 Mexican 
worth of shares before the company attempted to do business. The $50,000 
worth of shares of the company were transferred to him at his own request and 
as a condition that the company would be allowed to do business. It was a 
demand he made of the company if they were to do business. The consul- 
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general, Robert McWade, instructed me to obtain all the evidence I possibly 
could against the New York Life Insurance Company, which he proposed for- 
warding to New York for the purpose of putting that concern out of business 
in Canton. This grew out of a personal matter between himself and the man- 
ager of the New York Life Insurance Company at Canton. I know that the 
consul-general, Robert McWade, made a demand upon the New York Life Insur- 
ance Company for the payment of money, and the manager of the company 
refused to entertain the proposition, but I do not know what the. demand was. 
I know that the consul-general, Robert McWade, expected to participate in the 
organization of a company to be formed for the purpose of furnishing firewood 
to the city of Canton from West River, and that he, the consul-general, Robert 
McWade, caused the members of this society, known as the " Wood Guild," to 
appear in the United States consulate at Canton, which they did, but the nego- 
tiations attempted to be made between the consul-general, Robert McWade, and 
the Bo-called " Wood Guild " were unsatisfactory and such company was not 
formed. There was a company formed in Canton known as I'erkins & Company, 
with headquarters at Wo Chow, and from the information I had it was my 
understanding that the consul-general, Robert McWade, was instrumental in 
getting up that company after he had barred out the " Wood Guild " from doing 
business in Canton, but whether he received any of the shares of the Perkins 
Company I do not know personally. Mr. Perkins was a frequent visitor at the 
United States consulate at Canton, and he was often in private conversation 
with the consul-general, Robert McWade. Perkins & Company ceased to do 
business in Canton less than a month ago, and Mr. Perkins informed me that 
the reason for their stopping doing business in Canton was that the consul- 
general, Robert McWade, had not kept his part of their agreement — that is, that 
the consul-general, Robert McWade, had assured Mr. Perkins that his company 
should have the protection of the American Government in their enterprise, and 
which promise he, the consul-general, had failed to keep with them. Mr. Clute, 
Mr. Perkins's partner in the wood business, told me that the consul-general, 
Robert McWade. was to receive one-quarter of the profits of this wood business. 
1 know Fung Hong, a Chinaman, and know of his having made an afiidavit 
against Mr. Charles E. Richardson, of Hongkong, on March 5, 1904, In the 
United States consulate at Canton before the consul-general, Robert McWade, 
and Just before the making of this afiidavit by Fung Hong the consul-general, 
Robert McWade, stated to all of the employees of the consulate at Canton that 
he was going to shut Richardson out of business, and then sent for Fung Hong, 
who was Richardson's comprador. Mr. da Silva, chief clerk and Chinese Inter- 
preter In the American consulate at Canton, told me that when he got through 
talking with Fung Hong that he believed that Fung Hong would make and 
swear to any affidavit that the consul-general, Robert McWade, wanted him to 
and which he did. The form of the affidavit made by Fung Hong, and the sub- 
stance of it, was all directed by the consul-general, Robert McWade. On one 
occasion the consul-general, Robert McWade, called me Into his private office in 
the consulate building at Canton, while I was acting as marshal of the consulate, 
and on going into the consul-general's office I found seated there a Chinaman by 
the name of Yan Sic Chang, who is the Chinese official In charge of the 
Shameen Guards. Mr. da Siiva acted as Interpreter on this occasion, and my 
instructions given me at that time by the consul-general, Robert McWade, were 
that if Mr« Charles E. Richardson came within the jurisdiction of the Canton 
United States consulate I should Immediately send for this Chinese official, 
Yan Sic Chang, who tliereujwn was instructed to bring 20 soldiers, who were to 
seize Mr. Richardson and were to take him in my company immediately to the 
Chinese Jail; and I was further instructed by the consul-general, Robert 
McWade, to have Richardson's hands chained and the chains to be riveted and 
not locked ; also, his feet were to be chained and chains similarly riveted, and a 
chain passed around his waist and fastened to a ring In the wall of the cell 
which Is used to confine Chinese prisoners condemned to be beheaded, and the 
consul-general, Robert McWade, gave me most explicit instructions that Rich- 
ardson while in Jail was to have a diet consisting of canal water and partially 
cooked rice similar to the diet furnished a condemned prisoner. This canal 
water Richardson was to have while in Jail is water flowing between the city 
of Canton and Shameen, and the canal carries the refuse of the city of Canton. 
The consul-general, Robert McWade, remarked on this occasion, when giving 
these instructions regarding the diet to be furnished Richardson while he would 
be in Jail, that he was to have damned little of that. This occurred Immediately 
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after Mr. Richardson made an affidavit in Hongkong before the collector of 
customs for Manila regarding moneys paid the consul-general, Robert McWade, 
for furnishing Chinese coolies certificates entitling them to land in the Philip- 
pine Islands. There was a warrant issued by the consul-general, Robert Mc- 
Wade, from the United States consulate at Canton for the arrest of Mr. Charles 
B. Richardson, charging him with slander conmiitted or perpetrated in the 
British Colony, of Hongkong, and the consul-general, Robert McWade, has used 
all methods k^own to secure the presence of Mr. Richardson at Canton and 
within his jurisdiction, so that the warrant might be served and Mr. Richardson 
arrested. The consul-general, Robert McWade, caused a telegram to be for- 
warded to Mr. Richardson at Hongkong, purporting to be signed and sent by one 
of Mr. Richardson's near friends, called " The Old Broker." The telegram was 
signed ** Old Broker.*' and requested Mr. Riohnrdson to come to Canton on Im- 
portant business, as he could close a Chinese loan up there. The consul-general, 
Robert McWade, dictated that telegram and dictated the name to be signed to 
it to da Silva, and da Sllva wrote it and signed It " Old Broker " in the presence 
of Consul-General Robert McWade. and that telegram was sent to decoy Mr. 
Richardson within the United States consul-generaFs jurisdiction at Canton, so 
that the warrant of arrest could be enforced. I have been informed by Mr. 
da Silva that the consul-general, Robert McWade, sent two Chinese from Canton, 
recently here, to Hongkong to lure Mr. Richardson within his Jurisdiction. I 
have seen Jay Kan in the office of the consul-general at Canton about six times 
a week, and Jay Kan would bring the Chinese with him into the consulate that 
he wanted passed and to secure landing certificates for, and I would there exam- 
ine them. I examined the applicants for certificates and turned the examina- 
tion papers over to Mr. da Silva, and Mr. da Silva made out the landing 
certificates in his room and thereafter placed the consular seal on them in the 
sealing room in the United States consulate, and then delivered them at all 
times to Jay Kan and Lum in his, da Silva's, room. The class of certificates 
used were those provided for in the case of Chinese merchants, and these 
applicants were supposed to be merchants, but in fact they were coolies. That 
they were coolies was easily detected by their replies to my questions, by the 
appearance of their hands and the depression in their shoulders caused from 
carrying a pole on their shoulders from is suspended cargo, from their general 
appearance, and from their language, as a Chinese merchant uses the correct 
Cantonese dialect and the coolies use what is called the coolie dialect. While 
I was in the consular service at Canton, the consul-general, Robert McWade, 
received a dispatch from Washington directing him to cease his persecutions of 
Charles E. Richardson, and the consul-general,- Robert McWade, toid me shortly 
after receiving this dispatch from Watihingtou that if Richardson came within 
his jurisdicton he would proceed to have Richardson's sugar and flour shop 
closed by the viceroy of Canton, and at that time the consul-general. Robert 
McWade, instructed me not to arrest Richardson if he came within his juris- 
diction. Some cargo belonging to Mr. Richardson was seized on the vessels 
carrj'ing It, under orders of tlie consul-general. Rol>ert McWade. During the 
time I was acting as vice-consul-general at Canton there were no complaints 
made to the consul-general, Robert McWade, or to myself concerning Mr. 
Richardson's trading in and around Canton. I have been informed that for a 
couple of years Mr. Richardson was on very friendly and intimate terms with 
the consul-general, Robert McWade, but after Mr. Richardson made the affidavit 
before Mr. Scheuster here in Hongkong concerning the corruption existing in 
the United States consulate at Canton, and the consul-general, Robert McWade, 
was apprised of it, he got very cold toward Mr. Richardson. 

Mrs. McWade, wife of the consul-general, Robert McWade, at Canton, was 
sent to Manila, P. I., to find out what Charles E. Richardson was doing before 
the court i)roscouting the i)arties from Amoy charged with issuing fraudulent 
Chinese emigration certificates, and to procure evidence for him to use when he 
came over. To the best of my knowledge tiie first information that the consul- 
general, Robert McWade. had of the profK)se<l arrest of Ballentine at Amoy was 
when Ricliardson made his affidavit in Hongkong. I knew then tliat Ballentine 
would hv sent to Manila on a reciuisition from the governor of the Philippine 
Islands, and tlie consul-general. Roln^rt McWade. knew it also. This was after 
Mr. Hlohardson made an alHdavit before the coliec^tor of customs at Manila 
here in Hongkong'. I knew this the morning after the affidavit was made. 
Ballentine was then in Honijkong and was in charge of Gus De Valve. The 
consul-general. Robert McWade. went imnietliately to Amoy after Mr. Richard- 
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son made his affidavit here in Hongkong. I cabled to him to come home, and 
he came Immediately and got on a glorious drunk and remained on It for a 
week, and as soon as we could get him sober enough to put him on a boat we 
did so. He went up there to consult with the vice-consul-general at Amoy, who 
was also accused by Implication in the issuance of these fraudulent Chinese 
landing certificates, and the consul-general, Robert McWade, told me he wanted 
to go up there and Inquire whether the vit?e-consul at Amoy was guilty or not 
of these transactions, and that after he got there he ascertained that he was not. 
The consul-general, Robert McWade, told me that all of th6 consulates of the 
United States in South China came under his jurisdiction. He stayed there 
about one week condoling with Johnson, the vice-consul-general at Amoy, and 
told me when he came back that he had investigated the charges very thor- 
oughly and was convinced that Mr. Johnson had been very much imposed upon 
and was entirely innocent, and afterwards he caused notice of that fact to be 
published in the newspapers. He prepared the notice himself and said he was 
going to send it to all of the newspapers, but I do not know just which ones.be 
did send it to. I read the publishc^l notice in the newspaper stating that Consul- 
General Robert McWade had received instructions from the Department at 
Washington to i)roceed Immediately to Amoy to Investigate the charges pre- 
ferred against the consul-general at Amoy, and that he, Consul-Greneral McWade, 
had been to Amoy and made a thorough and careful examination and Investi- 
gation of the entire charges, and that he, Consul-General Robert McWade, had 
reported back to the Department at Washington that there were no grounds 
for such charges. Consul-General Robert McWade gave me to understand that 
the only Interest he had In going to Amoy at this time was to Investigate the 
charges and to protect the reputation of the sub-consuls within and under his 
jurisdiction, and that It was really only a matter of charity on his part. Mr. 
Moore saw Consul-General Rol)ert McWade at Macao, so Mr. Moore stated to 
me. and Mr. Moore further stated to me that it was absolutely necessary that 
Vice-Consul Johnson should admit the truth of the charges preferred and admit 
that he had unwittingly placed the United States consular seal on the so-called 
fraudulent Chinese certificates and that he had been Imposed upon by other 
I)eople, and that If Johnson did not do that the devil would be to pay with the 
fellows In Manila, and that his, Mr. Moore's business over here, was to see the 
consul-general, Robert McWade, at Canton, and have him, Consul-General 
Robert McWade, see Johnson, and get Johnson to admit the truth of the 
l)referred charges and plead innocence of intention to do wrong. After Mr. 
Moore saw me at Canton he went to Macao and there saw and had a conversa- 
tion with Consul-General Robert McWade. Mr. Moore was looking for evidence 
with which to procure a writ of hal>eas corpus In Hongkong to prevent the 
extraditloin of Balientine to Manila from Hongkong. I left the consular service 
as vice-consul-general at Canton, because the (consulate there is in such wretched 
repute that I refuse to be associated with It. 

Russell Colegbove. 

Colony of Hongkong, City of Victoria: 

I certify that the foregoing statement of Russell Colegrove was made before 
me on the 28tli day of April last. That his statement was taken in shorthand 
by a reliable stenographer and was made upon oath duly administered by me, 
and that the statement so made was extended as above, and on the 4th day 
of May, 1904, was carefully read as extended, by the affiant, who again on said 
last^amed day reaffirmed the truth thereof and subscribed his name thereto. 

In witness whereof I have hereto subscribed my name and official designation, 
and affixed the seal of the consul-general office at Hongkong on the day and 
year last mentioned and at the place mentioned. 

[seal] Edw. S. Bragg. 

Consul-Oeneral U. 8. A. at Hongkong, 
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Canton, Exhibit F. 

Aflfldavit of Charles E, Richardson regarding his business relations with Robert 

M. McWade. 

British Colony of Hongkonq, Cittf of Victoria: 

Chables E. Richardson, being duly sworn, on his oath declares : 

That be is a nat lye-born citizen of the United States of America, but has 
made his domicile in Hongkong since the year 18d8, doing business as a mer- 
chant, dealing in American flour and other articles of merchandise, as sugar, 
cotton yam, etc. 

That in order to extend his business into South China, in the year 1902 he 
purchased an interest in a firm, by the name of "Chit Wo," at Canton, and 
bought of the shares of said firm sufficient to represent one-half of its total 
capital, and paid therefor the sum of five thousand and two hundred dollars 
($5,200.00) and has from that time until Interrupted by Robert McWade, 
consul-general of the United States, in the year 1904, which is fully stated in 
other papers signed, filed by me in support of charges against said McWade for 
malicious and unwarrantable interference with my business, and causing the 
seizure of my property. 

That, In 1903, to further extend my business, I did purchase five shares in the 
firm of " Fan Chun," in Canton, and paid therefor two thousand five hundred 
Canton taels, being five-sixths of its entire capital stock, and immediately com- 
menced shipping merchandise to this last-named firm, by consignment from 
Hongkong, in addition to the shipment made from time to time to the firm of 
" Chit Wo." 

That immediately upon deponent's engaging and establishing business in Can- 
ton, as aforesaid, he notified the said Robert McWade, consul-general, in writing, 
of the facts, so as to comply with the formalities required, and carried on said 
business, as member of each of said firms, respectively, from after the said 
purchase into the same aforesaid, with full knowledge, endorsement, and ap- 
proval of said McWade, until this deponent made disclosures concerning certain 
unlawful and fraudulent transactions, officially done and authorized to be done, 
all of which has been fully stated in other papers to which this affidavit is 
supplementary, and especially in the affidavit of Russell Colegrove, late vice- 
consul-general at Canton, bearing date April 28. 1904. 

And deponent states the following specific allegations of fraud and corruption 
on the part of McWade. consul-general, personally known to this deponent, in 
violation of his official duty as an officer of the United States, viz : 

Shortly after my commencement of business in 1902, in Canton, the precise 
date I do not remember, while in the consular office talking business with 
Consul-Genera 1 McWade, I became Impressed by his manner, and sought to 
remember his kindness and respond with a present, whereupon I soon after 
purchased a roll of silk and some embroideries and presented them to him for 
his wife and daughter, valued at sixty dollars ($60.00), which were apprecia- 
tively received. I gave these things to keep him officially friendly, and from 
that time on the ice seemed to have broken, and I scarcely ever was in the 
consulate without a direct request for the gift of something, and I invariably 
responded. I remember particularly " shark-fins," that he was fond of, and my 
compradore supplied him with " shark -fins " and all sorts of edibles. 

In May, 1J)03, I negotiated with him an agreement, which was finally closed 
at Macao, the same month, by which he was to cause to be issued under the 
consular seal, from his office, mercliant certificates, under the Chinese-exclusion 
act, to any C'liiiiamau presented by me, through two Chinese brokers, one named 
** Kan ' and the other ** Lum," and I was to pay his clerk, ** De Silva," for him, 
forty dollars per head, irrespective of ail other charges, uiwn the admission of 
the Chinamen in the Philippine Islands. Under this arrangement during the 
late summer and fall there was issue<l to me twenty certificates, only one of 
the persons uauieil therein being a merchant, the other nineteen being coolies. 
Six of these coolies were passed into Manila ui)on the certificates, and on the 
second day of Octol)er, 1903, 1 personally paid ** De Silva " two hundred and forty 
dollars ($240.00) for said McWade, under my contract with him, McWade, 
closed at Macao. Five other Chinese certificates furnished me under the con- 
tract were rejected at Manila, and I received notice that it was useless to for- 
ward any more, as they would be rejected, and the traffic was stopped. I have 
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four of these certificates, not used, still ia my possession, each of which cost me 
and I paid $72.00 for the brokers and Chinese official certification. 

In May, 1903, the house of my compradore (Ghiu Hong On by name) was 
robbed In the San Wei district, and I paid the consul-general four hundred dol- 
lars ($400.00) for his consular interrention. 

In September, 1903, I again paid the consul-general a bank note fbr $100.00 
personally for his consular infiuence in the collection of a debt amounting to 
two hundred and twenty Canton taels. 

In July, 1903, for his assistance in enforcing a claim for robbery against one 
" Fung Hung," the consul-general settled and took all the proceeds, amounting 
to some T. 500. 

I have paid him other moneys at other times for his assistance, but it is 
impossible for me to particularize either the dates or the amounts. 

Before closing my affidavit and as a part of it I desire to state that I heard 
the statement of Russel Colgrove made before Assistant Secretary of State, 
wherein he recited his orders from Consul-General McWade to cause my arrest 
and imprisonment on the charge of slander, for words stated in my affidavit 
in Hongkong, and he incidentally mentioned the sending by Consul-General 
McWade of a telegram to me at Hongkong to lure me into the jurisdiction of 
Consul-General McWade, so that he, Colgrove, could execute his, McWade's, 
order for arrest and imprisonment on his, McWade's, warrant issued by him- 
self, for a slander against himself alleged against me. 

In corroboration of the truth of that statement I now produce the telegram 
received by me and attach it as part of this affidavit, and state on my oath 
that I received it on the day of or the day following Its date, but at the time 
of the making the statement by Colgrove he did not know that I bad received 
the telegram, as I know from the fact that I had never informed him of Its 
reception by me, nor of its contents, neither had I made it known to any person 
who could by any possibility have informed him. 

Chas. E. Richabdson. 

Sworn and subscribed in my presence on the 29th day of April, 1904, and in 
testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and official designa- 
tion and affixed the official seal of this consulate-general, at Hongkong, on the 
day and year above written. 

[L. 8.] Edw. S. Braqq, 

Consul'Oeneral at Hongkong, 



THE CHINESE TELEGRAPH COMPANY. 

[Telegrams accepted for all telegraph stations in the world.] 

Hongkong Station. 
Telegram No. 835. Class P. 14 words. 
Given in at Shameen the 21/4, 190 , 12 H. 40 p. m. 

Richabdson, HKong: 
Come Canton ; can fix loan ; not reply Monday morning. 

Chow Old Bbokeb. 
Telegram attached by Richardson as exhibit. 

Edw. S. Bragg, 
Consul-Oeneral, TJ. 8, A. 



Cautoiiy Exhibit G. 

No. 835.] CONSXn^TE-GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Canton, China, December 9, 190S, 
Hon. Francis B. I..oomis. 

Assistant Secretary of State. Washington, D. C. 
Sir: In further continuation of my No. 328, dated November 19, 1903, re- 
garding Chinese immigration, I have the honor to inclose herewith affidavits 
from Russell Colegrove. United States vice-consul-general and United States 
marshal ; A. M. Place Da Silva, chief clerk United States consulate-general ; 
his honor Lee Chee, the deputy and interpreter of H. E. the hoppo; J. D. 
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Gillillan, au American merchant, resident in Canton ; Lam Cbune Sam, banker, 
of Canton ; Jay Kan, silk merchant, of Canton ; Fung Hung, comprador of 
Charles E. Richardson, Canton, and from myself. 

I also inclose official statements from II. E. Hoppo Shung. suiierlntendent of 
the imperial Chinese customs of Canton ; Colonel Yang, of the Shameen Lega- 
tion Guards, and Mr. Jay Kan, silk merchant, of Canton. 

These affidavits and official statements are the outcome of certain charges 
which, I have learned from the newspapers, have been made against me by 
Charles E. Richardson, an agent and pretended merchant doing business in Can- 
ton, Hongkong, Amoy, and Manila, and which were handed by him to W. Morgan 
Shuster, recently collector of customs at Manila. I am informed that Richard- 
son, with two men named Miller and Ballantine, entered into an alleged con- 
spiracy to laud Chinese coolies at Manila, and that the trio forged Chinese 
immigration certificates and were guilty of other criminal acts against the laws 
of our country. Two of them. Miller and Ballantine, were arrested and held 
for trial in Manila. Richardson, becoming frightened and fearful of arrest and 
Just punishment for his crimes consulted with Johnson, Stokes & Master, a firm 
of British lawers in Hongkong, over the possibility of his arrest by me or of 
his extradition to Manila, etc. Apparently he made a clean breast of his crimes 
to those lawyers, for, according to the inclosed copy of a bill of costs forwarded 
to him by them, he feared arrest at my hands. At another consultation wltli 
them he besought them to ascertain if I or Governor Taft could extradite him 
from Macao, a Portuguese colony, which, by the way, is under my jurisdiction. 
Hearing through some source that I had issued a warrant for his arrest he 
chartered a i)owerful steam launch and put out to sea. He returned later on 
to Hongkong, still keeping clear of Canton and other treatj' ports in South China. 
He entered into corresi)ondence with W. Morgan Sinister, then at Manila, on 
or about October 22. On the 5th November, IJXW, he again visited the Hongkong 
lawyers, Johnson, Stokes & Master, and as will be seen on reference to their 
bill of costs he informed them that Shuster was in Hongkong and had ar- 
ranged with Governor Taft for all charges against him (Richardson) to l>e 
withdrawn and not proceeded with on his (Richardson's) signing a statutory 
declaration showing in what way the American consuls at Amoy and Canton 
were implicated in the immigration frauds. Acc<jrding to that bill of costs 
Richardson handed to the British lawyers a draft statement of what Shuster 
proposed Richardson should swear to. After they had perused it carefully 
they a8.sured lilm that it practically gave him immunity for his crime. Later 
on he i>erjured himself by swearing to and signing that statutory declaration. 

I am informed that in that declaration he says that I demanded $250 from 
him for passing or visC^ng the certificates of Chinese immigrants to the Phil- 
ippine Islands, and that he paid me $45 for passing or visaing each of said certifi- 
cates. I inclose my affidavits, three in number, solemnly declaring that I never 
received from him any money or other valuable consideration, either .directly 
or indirectly, for passing Chinese immigrants or vis^'ing their certificates to the 
Philippine Islands ; that I never at any time " passed " for him any Chinese 
immigrants of any class for the Philippines; that I never vis6d for him any 
passi)ort or certificates for Chinese immigrants to the Philippine Islands; that 
I never knowingly passed or vised a certificate of a coolie to the Philippine 
Islands ; that Richardson had never had any immigration agent at Canton who 
brought to this consulate at any time any Chinese for innnlgration to the Phil- 
ippine Islands or elsewhere, and that I have never at any time received any 
money or other valuable consideration for passing or viselng the certificates or 
passports of any Chinese Immigrants whatever to the Philippine Islands or the 
United States of America or any of our TeiTltories or i>ossessions. 

The official statement of H. E. (the hoppo) declares that Charles E. Richardson 
or his coniprndore have never applied at his (the hoppo's) yamen for pa.ssports 
for any Chinese inunigrants, nm\ that Richardson or his compradore have no 
immigration l)roker or representative in Canton, and never had one. All Chinese 
certificates or i)assports for all classes of Chinese inunigrants are Issued only at 
the hoi)i)o's yamen. lie is responsible to the Emi>ress Dowager for the receipts 
for all sucli passi)orts, and he makes periodical returns thereof to her or her 
representative, this money Mug part of Her Majesty's pei*sonal penpiisltes. 

The official statement of Colonel Yang, wlio has been commander of the Shameen 
Legation Guards for the last five years, declares that no Chinese have ever been 
engaged or sent by Richardson or his comi)radore from here to the Philippines ; 
that he (Colonel Yang) would certainly have known if such had been the case; 
that Richarson had never had any immigration broker here, and that if he had 
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that he (Colonel Yang) would have known it, as his official position requires 
him to have knowledge of all strangers and their business in Canton. 

The affidavit of our chief clerk, Mr. Silva, declares that at all business or 
other conferences in this consulate-general either he or the vice-consul is In- 
variably present; that he was present when Richardson informed me of his 
intention to become a Chinese immigration broker; that I disapproved of the 
idea of any American engaging in s^h a business; that I desired Richardson 
to go to the outside office of the consulate-general for information as to the fee; 
and that no further talk concerning Chinese immigration between Richardson 
and myself took place since that date. Mr. Sllva*s affidavit tells in detail the 
conversation between Richardson and himself, and adds that Richardson never 
paid me any money whatever for either visaing the certificate of or passing any 
Chinese Immigrants for the Philippine Islands or elsewhere; that Richardson 
lied deliberately and willlfully in his statements that he paid me any money for 
passing or visaing certificates, and that I demanded any money for such purposes. 
Mr. Sllva finally declares that Mr. Richardson never had a conference with me 
at which he (Mr. Silva) was not present. 

The affidavit of Mr. Russell Colegrove, United States marshal and vice-consul- 
general, notes a conversation between him and Richardson on the night previous 
to the day on which Richardson informed me of his intention to become a 
Chinese immigration broker in Canton — an intention, by the way, which he 
never carried out. Mr. Colegrove relates the incidents of the morning on which 
Richardson called on me; tells of my ordering Richardson to leave the consu- 
late; says that it is the invariable custom of either Mr. Silva or himself to par- 
ticipate with me in all business and other conferences (except with missionaries 
and consular officers) ; that no Chinese have ever been passed by this consulate- 
general for Richardson, and concludes with the statement that all of the corre- 
spondence that Richardson had with this office is on file here. 

The affidavit of Fung Hang, Richardson's compradore, states that Richardson 
told him he had an office in Amoy where Chinese merchants could procure 
papers to enter Manila; that Richardson never sent any Chinese from Canton 
to Manila.; that Fung Hang's firm never engaged In any such business and never 
paid me any money for this purpose or any bribe of any kind. 

Incidentally, I may mention the fact that Richardson perjured himself at 
this consulate-general upward of five months ago when he swore before me 
that he was the absolute owner and proprietor of the flour shop In Hing I^ong 
street. Canton, of which, according to Mr. Fung Hang, Richardson was only 
the agent. Richardson receivefl $1,000 a year from this firm for the use of 
his name, the intention on his part l)elng to deceive me and the Chinese 
authorities. For that perjury he will answer to me later on. 

The affidavit of Mr. Lum Chune Sam, his thumb mark being affixed alongside 
his signature In Chinese, states that he is a banker In Canton ; that since 1898 
he has been the financial guarantor to the United States consulate at Canton 
for his clansmen and the constituents of his l)ank who are Intending appli- 
cants for immigration to the United States or the Philippine Islands ; that he 
has never paid Vice-Consuls Williams, jr., White, Hubbard T. Smith, or Consul- 
General McWade, or anyone else connected with this consulate any money or 
other valuable consideration outside of the usual $1 gold for the visaing of a 
Chinese certificate; that he obtained a passjwrt for RIchaj'dson conipradore's 
son to go to America ; that that was the only time he had dealings with this 
man or his compradore; that he knows that Richardson and his compradore 
have not at any time obtained certificates or passports from the hopix); 
that he had learned that Richardson had extorted large sums of money from 
Chinese immigrants in Hongkong, and that Richardson or his compradore 
never had any agent here In Canton. To Mr. Lum's affidavit I attach my 
certificate that he is the only man for whom I ever vls^^ed the certificate or 
passport of a Chinese Immigrant to the Philippine Islands. 

The affidavit and accompanying letter of Mr. Jay Kan — his affidavit also 
bears his thumb mark — testifies that he has Introduced and guaranteed to this 
consulate a number of his clansmen, Chinese Immigrants to the United States; 
that he never paid any money or valuable consideration either to me, my prede- 
cessor, or anyone connected with the consulate; that he knows all the Immi- 
gration brokers In Canton ; that Charles E. Richardson jias never done any 
immigration business in Canton himself. 

It Is proper that 1 should state at this point that during the past year 
Mr. Lmn Chune Sam and Mr. Jay Kan are the only men whose guaranties 
have been received at this consulate-general, or who have succeeded in ohtaAjcL- 
Ing vis^es for the certificates of Chinese Immlgrauta tit \Xi\a ^^yDkSvsJkftXfc-^^soKt'^. 
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Mr. Jay Kan has never brought here any applicants for immigration to the 
Philippine Islands, Mr. Lum's constituents, on the contrary, going to the 
Philippine Islands and Honolulu. It should be remembered that only 70 
Chinese immigrants have been passed by me during the past four years to the 
Philippine Islands. None of them were passed for Charles B. Richardson or 
his compradore. 

The affidavit of his honor Jjee Ghee, the Interpreter and also the deputy to 
H. E., the hoppo. details an attempt by Richardson to corrupt him; declares 
that neither Richardson nor any agent for him has ever received from the 
hoppo or his yamen any certificate or passport either for the Philippine 
Islands or the United States, except one certificate for a boy, a student, for 
the United States, the son of Richardson's compradore, and that that certificate 
was procured by Mr. Lum, the banker, and not even by Richardson; that 
Richardson had never had an immigration agent in Canton, and has never had 
passed by the hoppo or anyone else in Canton any Chinese immigrants for the 
Philippines or elsewhere, except the young boy. 

The affidavit of Mr. J. D. Gillelan, ot Denver, Colo., narrates the plausible 
way in which Richardson attempted, to induce Mr. Gillelan to approach me in 
the matter of passing Chinese women for the Philippines, Richardson's object 
being to send those poor creatures there for vile purposes. 

I also inclose photographs of letters sent by Richardson to Dr. Carl John- 
son, United States vice-consul at Amoy, and which are referred to in my dis- 
patch No. 328, dated November 19, 1903. They are all characteristic of the 
plausible and insinuating rogue. One of them, especially, dated June 24,* 1903, 
shows his personal animus toward me in the paragraph reading as follows : 

" I agree with you ; care is necessary, but I find that there is something 
wrong re the Canton end. Even when the certificates are not made out 
properly they are landed, and even when cases are not true cases. I have made 
trials, and now am proceeding to investigate. I will cause some one trouble." 

In his letter dated Hongkong, August 31, 1903, and marked " Private and con- 
fidential," he shows the inwardness of his rascality, and in his attempt to 
tempt Doctor Johnson he lies deliberately when he quotes me as having dis- 
cussed with him at any time the visaing of passports or refusal to yi86 pass- 
ports by Dr. Carl Johnson or anyone else. A coward is ever a liar, and he lies 
wickedly in his dastardly efforts to bring Doctor Johnson into a horrible situa- 
tion. His reference to W. Morgan Shuster is of the same vile nature. I never 
discussed W. Morgan Shuster with Charles E. Richardson at any time in my 
life, and I never at any time used to him or in his presence my personal or 
other sentiments concerning Mr. Shuster or any other man or men in the 
Philippine Islands. So far as Doctor Johnson is concerned, I do not think for 
a moment that Richardson was successful In corrupting him, and I frankly 
reiterate my belief in his innocence, as expressed in my dispatch No. 328, 
dated November 19, 1903. 

The Manila newspapers, just to hand, indicate that the trial of Richardson's 
fellow-conspirators is in progress at that place and that Richardson is giving 
his perjured testimony. In order that the interests of justice may be sub- 
served, and that the perjuries of Richardson may be clearly disclosed, I cabled 
this morning, at my expense, to Governor-General Taft as follows : 

(Jovernor-General Taft, Manila: 

If Charles E. Richardson makes any charges against me whatever, I ask you 
interest justice to cite me immediately to Manila, my expense, that I may refute 
them. 

Consul-general McWadx. 

At the same time I cabled to the State Department as follows : 
Sec. State, Washington: 

Learn what charges have l)een made against me. I ask exhaustive examina- 
tion of nij" office and of cliarges preferred. 

McWade. 

I also wired to Minister Conger at Peking as follows: 
Conger. Peking: 

Learning that charges liave been made against me, have asked Governor- 
General Taft to cite nie Manila defend myself; asked Washington exhaustive 
examination of my office. I entreat you direct exhaustive examination. 

MgWade. 
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In conclusion I have the honor to say to yon that I thank God my bauds are 
clean. I think It is unnecessary to say to you again that I am entirely innocent 
of the charges made by Richardson. 

I have the honor to suggest to you that it is very strange that W. Morgan 
Shuster, whilst he was in Hongkong, which is about five hours* sail from here, 
did not notify me of his presence or come to Canton and investigate matters 
for himself. He was personally aware of the fact that I had notified Governor- 
General Taft of my earnest desire to cooperate with him in a thorough and 
exhaustive examination of Chinese immigration to the Philippines. I learn 
that he was in Hongkong for at least five days. He had, therefore, ample time 
and abundant opportunity to follow a proper and honorable of&cial course. 
I am, sir, etc., 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States Consul-General, 

P. S. — After writing the above dispatch I cabled to the Department as follows, 
duplicating my cablegram to Minister Conger : 
Sec. State, Washington: 

Am mailing affidavits establishing my absolute innocence. 

McWade. 

I, Russell Colegrove, vice-consul-general of the United States at Canton,' 
China, under oath declare as follows : 

About four or five months ago I was a passenger on a vessel coming from 
Hongkong to Canton, and during the trip I was approached by a man who 
introduced himself as Charles E. Richardson, and who asked me If I was the 
vice-consul-general at Canton. 

I replied that I was, and he seated himself near me on deck and began con- 
versing on general topics, which conversation lasted two or three hours. 

This was in the evening, and before going to bed that night he asked me how 
I liked Canton, and if I found the living here expensive, etc. I replied that I 
thought the hotel charges somewhat excessive, when he remarked, "The con- 
sular job at Amoy is worth $80,000 a year." 

I replied that his statement was incredible, as I did not think any post in 
Asia was worth as much. He said it was true, and that the Canton position 
could be made to pay nearly as well, and added that he was going up to see the 
"old man" (Colonel McWade) about it now. 

I had not been long in the consulate, and the following morning upon arriv- 
ing at the office I inquired of Colonel McWade, the consul-general, what the 
man meant He answered that he was either crazy or most likely in fun. 

The same morning this man Richardson called at the consulate and inquired 
of the chief clerk, Mr. Da Silva, if he could see the consul-general, and with 
Mr. Da Silva entered Colonel McWade's room. 

They remained a very few moments and came out together. Richardson 
stopped long enough to ask Mr. Da Silva something which I could not hear, but 
I heard Mr. Da Silva laugh and say. " Why, that is utterly impossible.'* 

Richardson left the office, and being very curious as to the matter, I immedi- 
ately went to Mr. Da Silva*s desk and asked him what Richardson wanted. He 
replied, " He wanted to make an arrangement so that all Chinese going Into 
Manila from here would have to pass through his hands, and of course I told 
him such a thing was impossible." 

Richardson has only visited this consulate once since that time, and on this 
occasion remained a very few moments. I understood that on this occasion the 
consul-general had ordered him to leave. 

I will add that it is the invariable custom in this consulate that when anyone 
calls to see the consul-general on business either Mr. Da Silva or myself are 
asked to come into the room. This does not apply to the visits of consular 
officers or missionaries. 

No Chinaman has ever been passed through this consulate for Manila for 
Charles E. Richardson. 

All correspondence he may have had with this office is on file here. 

Russell Colegrove, 



Canton, China, December 5, 1903, 
Sworn and signed before me. 

Canton, Jith December, 1903, 



United States Vioe-Consul-Oenerah 



L. A. MACKINNON, 

H. B. M. Vice-C5oxv%\v\, 
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I hereby certify that L. A. Macklnnon Is H. B. M. vice-consul at Canton, 
China. 

RoBEBT M. Mo Wade, 
United States Consul-Oeneral, Canton, China. 
[Seal of the United States 
consulate- ereneral. Canton, China.] 



I am the chief clerls of the United States consulate-general, a position which 
I have occupied for over five years consecutively. During this time I served 
under vice-consuls in charge, Hon. R. Williams, jr.. C. A. Nelson, A. H. White, 
and Hubbard T. Smith, and later Consul-General Robert M. McWade. and can 
and do swear that no money or valuable consideration was ever received by me, 
or. to my knowledge, received by anybody connected with this office, for any 
work in connection with the " passing " or " visaing " of Chinese immigrants 
for the Philippine Islands or the United States of America, outside of the $1 
gold prescribed by the United States tariff of official fees. Since Consul-Gen- 
eral McWade took charge of this office either myself or (the) vice-consul-general 
Is Invariably present at all the interviews on business or other matters, except- 
ing Interviews with foreign officials or missionaries. Many attempts were 
made on several occasions by various irresiwnsible Chinese immigration 
brokers and foreigners to " pass " Chinese at the consulate for the United States 
and the Philippines, but their attempts were always unsuccessful, and in many 
instances were ordered out of the consulate and warned that if another attempt 
was made severe punishment will (would) be meted to them. Some five or six 
months ago I recollect an American by the name of Charles E. Richardson 
Interviewed the consul-general and in my presence spoke about his intention 
to do a Chinese immigration business in Canton, to which consul-general ex- 
pressed his surprise that he should think of such a business, and when Richard- 
son asked for some information concerning the fee the consul-general referred 
him to me and we came out to the general office, as the consul-general was then 
busy with his dispatches, and no further conversation regarding this or any 
other matter took place since the date between the consul-general and Charles 
E. Richardson. I informed Richardson that no other charge besides $1 gold 
was the official fee of this office. He then informed me that what he wanted 
to obtain was the monopoly for ** passing'' (Milnese Immigrnnts. i. e.. to have 
the sole control of the business in Canton. I laughed at the idea and told him 
•' it was utterly imiwssible,** and Richardson left the office, appearing to be 
dissatisfied with my reply. Mr. Colegrove, who overheard the remark made by 
me, asked me what was the matter, and I related to him Richardson's request. 
Since I joined the consulate up to the present time (over five years) Richard- 
son never presented or succeeded in *' passing" any Chinese immigrants from 
this office to the Philippines or the United States, excepting the son of his 
compradore, a student, for San Francisco, when the sum of $1 gold only was 
paid over to me and accounted for as official fee. Richardson never had an 
agent or representative at Canton whereby he could carry on the immigration 
business, and he is not a fre«iuent visitor to this port either. A few days 
afterwards Mr. liCe Chee. the deputy and Interpreter to his excellency the 
hopiK). called at the consulate and related to me the interview Richardson had 
with him and asked me if I knew anything about the affair, to which I replied. 
" I know nothing about Richardson's arrangement and did not think anybody 
could have a monopoly of the kind, as all applicants have to undergo very strict 
examinations by the vice-consul-general, as well as the consul-general; besides 
proofs and guaranty nuist l>e produced l^efore their certificates are visaed." I 
met Richardson again on his subsequent visit to Canton, and he told me that 
he had control of tlie Anioy end regarding Chinese Immigration and would like 
to know if it was not iM)ssii)le to make a similar arrangement here. I told 
him that he may succeed In doing such business In small ports like Amoy, 
were tlio taotai <-an do as ho pleases, but In (*anton. where there Is a hoppo. 
or superintendent of Chinese customs. It Is not only inii)osslble, but can not be 
done. 

lie then told me that as to the Manila end he lias a lawyer and somebody 
in the customs who will look after their landing, and assured me that unless 
Chinese hnmigrants are notified by him to Ills i)eople In the customs there, they 
will l>e turned back, and he tried very hard to impress me with that Idea, and 
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my only reply was tbat the superintendent of customs is the party who issues 
the passport and not the consulate. I know that Richardson never paid a cent 
either to this consulate-general or to Consul-Oeneral McWade, as I keep all 
the official, as well as the private, account of consul-general, and receive and 
make all payments personally. I keep Consul-General Mc Wade's bank account 
and pay all his bills, private and otherwise. Every letter that Richardson has 
written to this consulate-general on any subject, together with copies of the 
replies made thereto is on file at this consulate-general and can be produced at 
any time. I have no hesitation in solemnly swearing that Charles E. Rich- 
ardson lied deliberately in his statements that he has paid Consul-General 
McWade any money for passing or visaing the certificates of Chinese immi- 
grants to Manila, and that C/onsul-General McWade demanded from Richardson 
the sum of $250 for each immigrant. I know that these statements are willful 
and wicked lies and am at a loss to account for Richardson's reason for mak- 
ing them. He never had a conference or interview with Consul-General Mc- 
Wade in which I was not present. • 

A. M. Place da Silva. 

Sworn and subscribed before me this 5th day oif December, 1903. 

Russell Coleorove, 
rutted States Viee-Cotisul-Oenerat, Canton, China^ 

'Seal of United States consulate-general.] 



Statement of Mr. Lee Chee, 

I am the interpreter and also the deputy to his excellency Hoppo Sheung^ 
the superintendent of the Imperial maritime customs of Kwangtung. About six 
months ago an American called Charles E. Richardson came to see me and said 
that he desired to have an interview with the hoppo on some business matters, 
and before doing so he wished to exi>lain it to me. I told him that his ex- 
t^llency the hoppo will -certainly not see him. He then said, "I hold the 
monopoly in Amoy of sending Chinese immigrants to Manila, and no Chinese 
can go through to the Philippines unless they come to me. I pay the taotai 
there his fee, for each certificate issued by him, and he (taotai) agreeing not 
to issue any certificate to anybody else but myself. I have a resident partner 
in Amoy who looks after the business. Now, what I want is to have a similar 
arrangement made here with the hoppo, if possible, so that nobody can obtain 
certificate from Canton but myself. I am ready to pay the hoppo's fee, and 
besides, a certain sum to you and others for each certificate issued by the 
hoppo." I then asked Richardson, " What about the vis^? Do you think the 
consul-general and the officials in Manila will agree to this?" Richardson 
replied that " I will take care of that." I then promised to give Richardson a 
reply in a few days, and he told me that he was going back to Hongkong that 
evening, and will probably return in a week's time. 

Two or three days afterwards I went to the American consulate and spoke- 
to Mr. da Silva, the chief clerk, on the subject, and he replied that he knew 
nothing about Richardson's arrangement and that he did not think that any- 
body could make such arrangement, as all applicants have to undergo a very 
strict examination before the vice consul-general, and then submit proof and 
guaranty to the consul-general and go through another examination before their 
certificates are visaed at the consulate. I then informed Mr. da Silva that I 
wished to see the consul-general. Mr. da Silva immediately notified the consul- 
general, remarking that. "If you are going to speak to the consul-general about 
Richardson, he will surely not listen to you." After exchanging the usual 
greeting with the consul-general, I asked him if he knew a man by the name 
of Charles E. Richardson. The consul-general stared at me and said, " Rich- 
ardson is an unprincipled rascal ! " I immediately kept quiet and did not 
continue to speak on that subject. 

Richardson called upon me once afterwards, saying that he was very busy 
and would call again, but never did so. 

Owing to my position as deputy to H. E. the hoppo and my intimate relation 
with 'his yamen, I know nearly all transactions that go on there. I know that 
the Chinese emigrants who succeed in passing hoppo's office and obtaining 
hoppo*s certificate, which they must have before they go to the American con- 
sulate for vis^, only one certificate was ever procured by Richardson, and that 
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was for a boy as student for the United States, the son of his compradore. It 
was procured by Lum, the banker, and not even by Richardson himself. 
Neither Richardson nor any agent for him has ever received any other certifi- 
cate or passport from the hoppo or his yamen, either for the Philippine Islands 
or any other port of the United States or its Territories. Neither he nor any- 
one else could obtain a certificate for a cooly. Richardson has never had an 
agent in Canton for securing or passing Chinese emigrants for the Philippine 
Islands or elsewhere. If he had, I would know it, because I know nearly all 
that goes on in Canton relating to the hoppo^s office. Richardson has never 
had passed by the hoppo or by anyone else in Canton any Chinese merchants, 
travelers, students, teachers, or others either for the Philippines or elsewhere 
except the young boy of whom I have spoken. 

So far as paying the consul-general is concerned I never offered him any 
bribe, for everybody knows how stern and strict he is. 

I make this statement on oath and am prepared to substantiate it at any time. 

Lee Chee (Chinese characters). 

Sworn and subscribed before me this 7th day of December, 1903. 

Russell Colegbove, 
United States Vice-Cons ul-Oeneralf Canton, China. 

{Seal of United States consulate-general.] 



I, J. D. GiLLiLAN, of Denver, Colo., at present temporarily residing at Can- 
ton, China, under oath declare as follows: 

. During my stay at the Victoria Hotel, at Canton, a man by the name of 
Charles E. Richardson made himself acquainted to me by mentioning that he 
had seen me at the American consulate and asking me If I was connected with 
the consulate in any way. I replied that I had no connection whatever there, 
but simply called for my mail and to obtain some needed Information relative 
to my business. This was all he asked me on that occasion. One or two days 
afterwards I again met him, and he asked me what "graft" I had up here. 
I told him tbat I had no ** graft," but had a legitimate business. I in turn 
asked him what his "graft" was. When he informed me that he was in 
the fiour business. The following night, if I am not mistaken, Richardson 
came to my room. No. 4, at the Victoria Hotel (which the register of the hotel 
will show), sat down, and talked sociably for perhaps an hour before asking 
me whether I had a " pull " with the consul-general or with anybody connected 
with the consulate. I replied that I had not. He then asked me if I had 
noticed the vice-consul-general examining and passing coolies the morning he 
and I were waiting in the general oflSce to see Consul-General McWade. I 
told him that I had noticed them measuring Chinese and examining them for 
some purpose. 

He then asked me how many I have seen inspected and measured before. 
I told him five or six. He asked me how often I went to the consulate, and 
I said : " Every morning, for ray mail." I informed him that I anticipated 
sending some coolies down to Borneo for my timber business; whereupon he 
informed me that he could furnish me with all the coolies I wanted, whether 
it was one or a thousand. I told him that I could get coolies through the head 
Chinaman in Hongkong or Swatow and have them contracted in Singapore. 
Richardson then said that there was a good deal of money to be made by sending 
Chinese to the Philippine Islands, and I replied that I knew nothing about 
it. He also said that perhaps you are aware that a good deal of money could 
be made if tbe Chinese women could be sent to the Philippines. By this time 
he got quite acquainted, inasmuch as he asked me if I could approach Consul- 
Genernl McWade on a proposition in which there was a good deal of money 
for everyone concerned In case I could do the business with the consulate. 
I told him that I knew Consul-General McWade socially, but did not care to 
ruin my own business here in Canton by approaching him on an Illegitimate 
proposition. Upon telling him that I did not care to take any proposition to 
the consulate that was not open and aboveboard, nothing more was said in 
the matter. I assured him that Consul-General McWade was a nice man to 
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meet socially, and would assist any Americans in tbls country if he could; 
but it was my confirmed opinion that he would enter into no nefarious trans- 
actions, as I knew of him prosecuting several parties who had not acted 
squarely in Canton and other places within his Jurisdiction. While he did 
not under these circumstances confide to me exactly what his business was, 
he gaye me to understand that he was interested in shipping coolies from China, 
in which business I was not interested whatever. When I next met Richard- 
son this topic was never resumed. 

J. D. GlLLELAN. 

Sworn and subscribed before me this 3d day of Dec., 1903. 

Russell Colbgbove, 
United States V ice-Con 8 ul-Oeneral, 
[Baal of U. 8. Coiuialate-Oeiieral.] 



I am a silk merchant of Canton for upward of five years. I huve been in 
United States for over fifteen years, doing business at San Francisco, Cal. I 
have since my return to China introduced and guaranteed to the United States 
consulate some of my own clansmen, who are merchants of good standing in 
Canton, to go to the United States. I have never paid any money or valuable 
consideration either to Consul-Genera 1 McWade or his predecessor or anybody 
connected with the consulate. I was informed by my friend in Hongkong about 
certain American by the name of Charles E. Richardson, who passes himself 
as flour merchant, that he has been inducing merchants and others who are 
going to Manila to pay him a certain sum of money that he (Richardson) would 
guarantee their landing. As this is certainly a squeeze on the ignorant Chi- 
nese, who are not familiar with the purchasing of tickets or passage to Manila 
from Hongkong, so that I informed the consul-general of this by letter some time 
«go. I have never guaranteed any merchant for Manila, as my own clansmen 
never went that way. Of my own knowledge I know all the Immigration 
brokers in Canton, and I can and do swear that Charles E. Richardson has 
never had any immigration broker In Canton and never did the immigration 
business in Canton himself. 

Application at the hoppo's yamen will easily establish that fact. 

Jay Kan. 

Signed and sworn before me this 2d day of December, 1903. 

Russell Coij»rove, 
United States Y ice-Cons uUGeneral, Canton, China, 

[Seal of the United States 

consulate-general, Canton.] 



I am a banker and resident of Canton. All the constituents of my bank 
since 1898 I have been guaranteeing to the United States consulate whenever 
they leave here for America, regarding their financial standing, etc., and have 
never paid either Mr. Williams, Mr. White, Mr. H. T. Smith, or Consul-General 
McWade, or anybody else connected with the consulate, any money or valuable 
consideration besides the $1 gold or Mexican $2.50 charged for the vis6 of each 
certificate, and have never had any trouble regarding any business. Some time 
during this year I obtained for Charles E. Richardson a passport for his com- 
pradore, Chin Hang On*s son, to go to America. Since that only time I have 
never had any more dealings with this man or his compradore, and I know that 
they have not at any time obtained certificates or passports from the hoppo, 
and I have never more met them, either. I have learned from my friend in 
Hongkong that Richardson, with the assistance of some Chinese, has succeeded 
in inducing some reputable merchants of Canton, who are bearers of hoppo's 
passports for Manila, to pay him between $200 to $250, and Richardson guaran- 
teeing their landing in Manila, including passage money, lawyer*s fee, etc. 
Richardson also said that he had certain party in Manila customs who will look 
after the men in that end. To impress the Chinese In Hongkong, Richardson 
had some Chinese sent down purposely from Amoy with certificates issued from 
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that place to the Philippines, and had them shipped from Hongkong instead of 
going direct from Amoy to the Philippines. Richardson or his compradore 
never had any agent or representative here in Canton. If they had one I would 
know it. 

(Signature in Chinese) Lum Chune Sam. 

Signed and sworn before me this 2d day of December, 1903. 

Russell Coleobome, 
United States Vice-Consul-Oeneral. 

[Seal of the United States 

consulate-general, Canton, Cblna.] 

I hereby certify that Mr. Lum, the banker, who has made the foregoing affi- 
davit, is the only man who ever presented for inspection or had " passed " at 
this consulate-general Chinese immigrants for the Philippine Islands. He is 
the only man for whom I ever visaed the certificate or passport of a Chinese 
immigrant to the Philippine Islands. 

ROBEBT M. McWade, 
United States Consul-General, Canton, China, 
[Seal of the United States consulate-general, Canton, China.] 



Statement of Mr, Fung Hung. 

Fung Hung, 33 years of age, of the Pun U district, manager of the shop 
known as Charles E. Richardson & Co., dealers in flour, sugar, and yarn, in 
Hing Loong street. Canton, appeared before me this 23d day of November (6th 
day of the 10th moon) and stated under oath as follows : 

The capital of the concern is $16,000, divided between eight partners, all of 
whom are Chinese, and Mr. Richardson is paid to represent us as our agent, re- 
ceiving $1,000 per year, and has no interest whatever in our business. 

I do not know of any other business of Richardson. He told me he had an 
office in Amoy, where Chinese merchants could procure the necessary papers to 
enable them to enter Manila. 

He never sent any Chinese from Canton to Manila to my knowledge; he 
never spoke to me of sending anyone from here, and if he had done so I would 
have known it 

Mr. Richardson is not a resident of Canton. Whenever there is any busi- 
ness connected with the firm he is sent for, and he generally stops at the hotel 
for a day or so. 

Richardson never told me that he was paying any money or bribe of any 
kind to the United States consul-general or anyone connected with the United 
States consulate, and our firm never paid any money for this purpose. 

Fung Hung Ip Lai [Chinese signature]. 

Signed and sworn to before me, Russell Colegrove, vice-consul-general of the 
United States, this 23d day of November, 1903. 
True copy. 

Russell Colegbove, 
United States Vice-Consul-Oeneral, Canton, China, 



Fung Bung's statemefit, 

I am Fung Hung, manager of the shop known as Richardson's flour shop. I 
have been ordered by his honor the United States consul-general to proceed to 
Hongkong and to ask Chew Hang On to come up to Canton ; but as he is sick, 
so be is unable to come. He asked me : ** What does the consul-general want 
me for? I answered: "The consul-general said you are Mr. Richardson's 
compradore. Do you know if Mr. Richardson has ever sent any Chinese from 
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Canton to Manila?" He said: "I icnow nothing of his business, and I am not 
Richardson's compradore. I have never engaged any Chinese to Manila. I 
am a rich man and don't want to make such kind of money.'* 
Dated the 19th day 10th moon (7th December, 1903). 

Fung Hung [Chinese signature]. 

Sworn and subscribed before me this 7th day of December, 1903. 

Russell Colegbove, 
United States Vice-consul-General, Canton, China. 
[Seal of United States coniulate-general, Canton, China.] 

True copy. 

Russell Colegbote, 
United States Vice-ConsuUOeneral, Canton, China. 



I solemnly swear before God, the searcher of all hearts, to wliom I shall an- 
swer on the last great day, that I have never received any money or other valu- 
able consideration, either directly or indirectly, from Charles E. Richardson for 
"passing" Chinese immigrants or visaing the certificates of Chinese immi- 
grants to the Philippine Islands. 

I solemnly swear that I never at any time on any occasion or In any place 
passed for the said Charles E. Richardson any Chinese Immigrants, merchants, 
travelers, or others for the Philippine Islands. 

I solemnly swear that I have never anywhere or at any time visaed for the 
said Charles E. Richardson any certificates or passports for Chinese Immigrants, 
merchants, travelers, or others whose Intended destination was the Philippine 
Isfands. 

I solemnly swear that I have never knowingly " passed " or vls6ed the certifi- 
cate of a cooly immigrant whose destination was the Philippine Islands or the 
United States. 

I solemnly swear that I have never " passed " or visaed the certificate for 
-Charles E. Richardson of any Chinese iuuiiigrant whose destination was the 
United States, except the young son (Quan King) of the said Charles E. Rich- 
ardson's compradore (Quan Kok), who went to the United States as a student 
and landed at San Francisco. The said Charles E. Richardson did not pay me 
any money or give me any valuable consideration therefor. He paid to our 
chief clerk, Mr. Sllva, the usual fee of $1 (gold), and no more. 

I solemnly swear that the said Charles E. Richardson has had no immigra- 
tion agent in Canton who brought to this consulate-general, at any time, any 
Chinese applicants for immigration to the Philippine Islands or elsewhere. 

I solemnly swear that I have never seen any of the forged certificates alleged 
to have been concocted by Charles E. Richardson and his fellow-conspirators 
and malefactors, and that I never heard of the existence of said forged certifi- 
cates until within the past few days. If I had ever seen one of them or even 
heard of their existence I would have promptly notified the State Department 
and the United States authorities in the Philippine Islands. 

I also solemnly swear that I never saw any returned laborer's certificates from 
the Philippine Islands or any other returned certificates of merchants or others 
from the Philippine Islands. 

Robebt M. McWade, 
United States Consul-OeneraL 

Sworn and subscribed before me this 2d day of December, 1003. 

Russell Coleobove, 
United States Vice-ConsuUGeneral, Canton, China. 
[Seal of the United States consulate-general, Canton. China.] 

I solemnly swear before God, the searcher of all hearts, and before whom I 
shall answer at the last great day, that I have never at any time on any occa- 
sion or In any place received money or any other valuable consideration for 
"passing" or visaing the certificates or passports of Chinese immigrants of 

H. Doc. 665, 59-1 12 
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any class whatever to the Philippine Islands or the United States of America 
or any of our Territories or possessions. 

RoBEBT M. McWade, ^ 
United States Conaul-Qeneral, 

Sworn and subscribed before me this 2d day of December, 1903. 

Russell Colegbove, 
United States Vice-Oonsul-General, Canton, China, 
[Seal of the United States consulate-general, Canton, China.] 

I solemnly swear before God that I have never held any conversation or con- 
ference with Charles E. Richardson respecting Chinese immigration to the 
Philippine Islands or elsewhere, except on two occasions. The first was about 
five months ago, when he informed me that it was his intention to become an 
immigrant broker. I told him bluntly that I was sorry to hear it, and that 
I did not think it was a proper business for an American citizen. He said that 
there was money in it, and that he proposed to get his share of it He then 
asked for information concerning the fees to be paid. I referred him to our 
chief clerk, Mr. A. M. Place da Silva, who was standing beside him, and, as I 
was busy, I requested them to go to the outer oflice where Richardson could get 
all the information he needed. The second occasion was when Richardson 
called on me and asked me to " pass " and vis6 the passport and certificate of 
the young son of his compradore, who wished to go to the United States to study 
either medicine or law. I do not now remember which. The young lad under- 
went the usual examination and, later on, went to San Francisco. On this 
occasion our chief clerk was also present and the conversation did not touch on 
Chinese Immigrants to the Philippines or anywhere else, except as regarded the 
young student The fee of $1 gold was paid as usual to the chief clerk, Mr. da 
Silva, by whom all payments are received and made. I have never, at any time, 
received any fee or fees for Chinese immigrants from any person or persons 
whatever. I am informed that Charles E. Richardson has made an aflidavit 
to the effect that I demanded $250 from him for each Chinese immigrant to the 
Philippine Islands, and that he has paid me $45 each for such immigrants. I 
never made any such demand. I never spoke of or hinted at such a matter. 
I never held any conversation with him on the subject I never received any 
money or other valuable consideration from him for passing or visaing the cer- 
tificates or passports of Chinese immigrants to any part of the world. He 
never dared to approach me on such a subject 

I also swear that in all conferences or interviews' on business or other matters 
either Mr. Russell Colegrove or our chief clerk, Mr. da Silva, is invariably 
present. This is the case at all times and with all persons, except missionaries 
or consular colleagues. 

RoBEBT M. McWade, 
United States Consul-General, 

Sworn and subscribed before me this 2d day of December, 1903. 

Russell Colegrove, 
United States Vice'Consul-Cfeneral, 

[Seal of the United States Consulate-General, Canton, China.] 



Letter from His Excellency Hoppo Sheung, superintendent of imperial customs. 
Canton, to Hon, United States Consul-Oeneral McWade. 

Your Honor : I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter inquiring if one 
Charles E. Richardson and his compradore Chew Hang On have, on behalf of 
Chinese, applied for passi)orts for them to the Philippines or the United States. 

I have accordingly issued instructions to my subordinates to make strict in- 
quiries and they have reported to me that no such individuals have ever been 
to this yanien for passports. 

I have to add that no coolies have ever appeared at my office for passports, 
and I have never issued any passports unless for merchants, students, travelers, 
and teachers, after proper Inquiries have been made and reliable merchants or 
bankers of good standing appear at my office and sign a guaranty bond. 
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I have further to add that Richardson or his compradore have no agent or 
representative here and never had one, for I would certainly have been notified 
by my subordinates if such had been the case. 
Dated 17th day of the 10th moon, 29th year K. S. (December 5th, 1903.) 
True copy. 

Russell Coleqbove, 
United States Vice-Cansul-Oenerah Canton, China, 
[Seal of the United States consulate-general, Canton, China.] ' 



Letter from Colonel Yang, of the Shaineen Legation Guards, to his honor 
United States Consul-C^eneral McWade. 

Your Honor :^ I have the honor to inform you that under your instructions 
I have made inquiries regarding Charles E. Richardson and his compradore, 
and found no Chinese have ever been engaged or sent by them from here to the 
Philippines, and I would certainly know if such had been the case. Charles E. 
Richardson had never had any immigration brolcer at any time in Canton. If 
he had I would have known it, as my official position req^iires me to have knowl- 
edge of all strangers and their business in Canton. 

8th day of the 10th moon, 29th year K. S. (December 26th, 1903.) 

True copy. 

RUSSEIX COLEOROVE, 

United States V ice-Cons ul-Oeneral. Canton, Chiaa, 
[Seal of the United States consulate-general, Canton, China.) 



Letter from Mr. Che Pun Sang (Jay Kan) to his honor V. S. Consul -General 

McWade. 

Your Honor: The undersigned begs respectfully to report that Mr. Richard- 
son, an American citizen, trading in flour business, has, in company with his 
compradore Chew Hang On or with Chew Shing Kit, been frequenting some 
Chinese shops and exhorting the people that if any Chinese Intend to proceed 
to Manila they should apply to him for assistance, as he will undertake to put 
them on board steamers In a most satisfactory manner, and uiwn arrival he 
will enable them to land in safety. He further said that he got some com- 
rades acting as lawyers in Manila, who have been always in communication 
with the customs oflicials there. He also said those who were proceeding to 
Manila through his care would certainly land into the town in safety, but 
•those who were not going through his care, even though they were really busi- 
ness men of standing, would be driven back to China, and so forth. 

Therefore many Chinese merchants have been fooled by his compradore, and 
those who unfortunately fall into his hands would certainly be ruined by them. 

Dated the 20th day of the 8th moon in the 29th vear of Kwang Su. (10th 
October, 1903.) 

Che Pun Sang. 

True copy. 

Russell Colet.rove. 
United States Vice-Consul General Canton. China, 

[Seal of the United States 

consulate-general, Canton, China.] 



Bill of costs — Johnson, Stokes rf Master. — C. E. Richardsfni. 

September 21, 1903. — Attending you on your calling with your partner in 
regard to your business in Amoy, and it appeared that you and another gentle- 
man — one in Amoy and one in Manila — had entered into a partnership in order 
to procure certiflcates from the Chinese Government to pass Chinese into the 
Philippines as merchants, scholars, and so forth, and that, in order to obtain 
these certiflcates, you had bribed or feed the Chinese officials and the American 
consul in Amoy ; that the Manila government has got wind of the whole matter^ 
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had sent a detective to Amoy who had broken up a desk in which were kept 
your articles of partnership [in which] were mentioned the fees or bribes to 
the Chinese officials and to tlie United States consul, and you wished to be ad- 
vised as to your position in the matter. Conferring with you at length and 
:adyising that we thought that, as what you had done consisted only of a breach 
of the Philii)pine laws, we did not think that the Philippine government could 
obtain your rendition from the Chinese Government, but it might be possible 
for the United States consul to arrest you In any treaty port of China and send 
you down to the Philippines for trial, and that we were quite sure the Hong- 
kong government would not deliver you up to the Philippine government for 
the alleged offense, and we were to write Messrs. Stokes and Prat to inquire. 

October IS, — Attending you in calling as to whether the Philippine govern- 
ment could extradite you for the offense done by you and your copartner in 
Amoy, carefully considering correspondence from your partner In Manila, and 
engaged considerable time in looking up law on the point, and we come to the 
conclusion that what you had done partook of the nature of a forgery, and that 
you could be extradited for the offense, and advising you and engaged four 
hours looking up law. 

October 17. — Attending you again in regard to this matter, and you decided to 
leave the colony for a short time. 

Attending the Portuguese consul to know whether there was any extradition 
treaty between Portugal and America. 

Attending United States consul, engaged considerable time with him in look- 
ing up law. and found there was no treaty but what Portugal would upon re- 
quest extradite a criminal. 

October 21. — Attending Mr. Moore on his calling on long conference on your 
matter and his showing us a charge which had been prepared against your 
partner in Manila discussing with him at length as to your various oflTenses, 
which could be put forward before the magistrate which was that, according to 
American law. no forgery was committed unless the registered to the forged 
document was forged : also that the offense did not take place in Manila, but In 
China. 

October 22. — Attending Mr. Moore and you further reference on your case. 

November 5. — Attending you on your calling, and you informed us that Mr. 
Shuster, of Manila, was now present In the colony and had arranged with 
Governor Taft for all charges against you in connection with this matter to be 
withdrawn and not proceeded with on your signing a statutory declaration 
showing in what way the American consuls at Amoy and Canton were impli- 
cated in the fraud, and you handed us a draft statement of what Mr. Shuster 
proposed you should make. • 

Perusing same, etc. 



[Hammond Milling Company, of Seattle, merchant millers, Hongkong and Canton branch. 
Gable address: ''Polyglot.*' Codes used: A. B. C. 4th ed., A. I. & Lieber's Standard. Chas. E. 
Richardson, agent.] 

Hongkong, June 8, 1903. 

Dear Doctor .Johnson: Wrote you yesterday, but fearing that same might 
3go astray, write again to cover the main facts of the letter. 

Mr. Ballautine and my agent, Mr. Chang, secured a merchant to go to Manila, 
got the passport made out, and then when he came to you you would not vis^ it. 

This is quite a blow, as it was the initial one, and I greatly regret that you 
could not extend the favor, as there are other applicants, and Mr. Chang writes 
me that they will not issue more passports until either Mr. Page or myself go 
to Amoy. It would be most inconvenient for me to go there now. 

Howovor. MS you undoubtedly had some good reason for not vis(iing same, I 
wish yon would toll Mr. Li, so that he may tell Mr. Chang, who will advise me. 

I have also written Mr. Chang If he can get a hold of the applicant again, to 
have him go to you again, and if you will kindly favor Mr. B. and myself we will 
be grateful. 

I am anxious to get the business started again, and your stand has hurt It 
for the moment. All I ask is for you to do the best you can for us. 
Yours, very truly, 

Chas. E. Richardson. 

You can appreciate what a blow it is to have your first applicant turned 
down. 

C. E. R. 
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[T. M. Stevens 4 Cq^ general import and export merchants, Honekong and Canton, Fuchau 
and Amoy, New York, and Portland, Oreg. Cable address, ** Stefel.*' Codes used, A. I.; 
A. B. C, fourth edition. Lieber's Standard. Southard's Lumber. Chas. E. Richardson, 
agent.] 

Hongkong, June 24, 1903. 

Deab Mb. Johnson : Tour kind letter of Jane 11 at hand. 

I was somewhat sure that you had excellent cause to refuse a vis^. 

If you wish, you can do the following. It is done in Canton. The applicant 
is brought before the consiH, who examines him, and if satisfied gives him a 
small slip with his name on same, and then he goes and gets his passport, and 
It is visaed. 

I agree with you ; care is necessary, but I find there is something wrong re 
the Canton end. Even when the certificates are not made out properly they are. 
landed and even when cases are not true cases. I have made trials and now 
am proceeding to investigate. I will cause some one trouble 

Just returned this morning from a twelve days' trip to interior to some 
marble quarries which I own, and from which I am now shipping marble to 
New York. 

On the 18th a cable came here to my office from Mr. Ballantine, saying he 
was leaving on Oaelic. I will be very glad for him to get here and go to 
Amoy and start the business once again. I have a clerk coming from Hankow 
now, but hesitate to send him to Amoy. 

With best regards, C. E. H. 



Private and confidential.] 

[T. M. Stevens & Co., general import and export merchants, -Hongkopg, Canton, and Amoy, 
New York, and Portland, Oreg. Cable address, *' Stefel." Codes used. A. I., A. B. C., 
fourth edition. Lieber's Standard. Southard's Lumber. Chas. E. Richardson, agent.] 

Hongkong. August 31, 1903. 

My Dear Doctor: I wish to have a pen talk with you which no one else 
knows of. When I do these things I do not tell other people, but sink it into 
oblivion. 

Mr. Miller, who is here, tells me you have refused to viR{^ as many as you 
pass, and that some of the parties were truly entitled to pass. He also 
explained to me your new reference system, which I approve of, and a somewhat 
similar one exists at Canton. 

Now. I can not say that I like all these turnbacks. I have discussed this 
question of vis^ thoroughly with Mr. McWade, and you are quite too par- 
ticular and without cause. You can not set up an arbitrary ruling from your 
own judgment. The law says you must investigate, but the only Investigation 
you can do is to have a set of questions to ask the man, and If his testimony is 
correct you are bound to vis^. 

In fact, the Canton consul-general told me that if the hoppo sent him a dis- 
patch with a certificate, and the man answered the questions set forth in the 
passport that he would always vis4. He said it was a matter of treaty right, 
and for trade and other interests he would not refuse. 

Of course I know the object of your refusal, and I am content with what has 
been done, but it is almost enough, except where the facts stick all over like 
a mop. Then act 

But If it keeps up all the time, then I will do Bometbing like this, mind you, 
always in a friendly spirit too: I will have the taotai write you an official 
dispatch covering each certificate, and if the party is turned down, will have 
the taotai ask for a reason. On your answer I will have him protest, and 
armed with the protest and data I will appeal to the consul-general at Canton. 
It will be my relief, and I am sure that I would win. « 

Now. Doctor, take my tip — we all like to make money — and during the coming 
year or two you make as much as you can. Besides all this, in the coming 
time I may be able to do you a political favor of great Importance to you. 

Surely you do not need to be more careful than Canton does. I want you 
to be careful and yet reasonable. I have no turnbacks there. If the man 
answers every question, who is there to say he lies? Besides this, this is the 
authority of the Manila custom-house. If they see fit to land them, well and 
good. If not, they also can not be arbitrary. They must observe the treaty 
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and live within it The Manila authorities would crush the lawyers If they 
could, but they could not 

In discussing trouble with detectives, the Canton consul-general told me that 
it was nonsense. lie pays if I will only tell him their names and when they 
are spying he will lock them up if they can not show authority from State 
Department, and he says he would lock up Shuster If he came to Canton med- 
dling without State Department authority. He says he won't tolerate it, and 
the inference of supiK)rt to you was given. 

Now, Doctor, you and I are business men, so we ctn talk freely to one another. 
I knew if I asked Mr. B. to speak to you about it he would be afraid to. Be- 
sides, this secret knowledge is best, and so now you and I know of this and no 
one else. I will always help you, and perhaps I know a few things about move- 
ments. Make all the money you can. 

I am withdrawing Mr. Herzberg from Canton, and it looks like Canton will 
send many more than you. I believe you don't like him, and now that he is 
coached I can use him there. If you will inform me what you like and dis- 
like, I will do anything I can to meet your desires. If you will tell me these 
things, then I can act. 

When next I come to Amoy I will show you a letter from Secretary Hay, 
instructing all diplomatic officers and consular officers in China to assist me to 
further my business and afford me every convenience to meet Chinese officials. 
I am working ahead on further Amoy and Foochow business. I think I will 
open an European office in Foochow soon. 

With best regards, yours, sincerely, Chas. E. Richabdson. 



[T. M. Stevens & Co., general Import and export mercbants, Hongkong, Canton, and Amoy, 
New York, and Portland, Oreg. Cable address : " Stefel." Codes used A. I.-A. B. C. 
4th edition. Lieber's standiard. Southard's lumber. Chas. E. Richardson, agent.] 

Hongkong, September 6, 190S, 

Dr. Carl Johnson, Amoy. 

Dear Doctor: When I wrote you August 31 it was under information im- 
parted to me by another part}% and now that Mr. Ballantlne has explained the 
matter to me in its correct light, I see things in a much different light There- 
fore I inclose herewith letter of apology, and I trust you will assist me to climb 
down as gracefully as possible. I have also yours of September 4, and note the 
rebuke, which is accepted. Hereafter I will not Interfere in Amoy. 



Yours, very sincerely, 



Chas. E. Richardson. 



Canton, Exhibit H. 

[Four Chinese certittcates omitted.] 
ActiiKj St'(retary Ih'}KLrtmei)t of Commerce and Ijibf/rto Secretanf of State. 

Department ok Commerce and Labor, 

Office ok the Secretary, 
Woshhgtoiij October 6', 1904- 
The Secretary of State. 

Sir: Heferring to the recent }>eryonal visit to this Department of Hon. Herbert H, 
D. Peirce, Aasistant Secretary of State, and to tlie conversation which then occurred. 
I have the honor to transmit to you, under separate cover, records in a number of 
appliciitions for admission by allep:e<i Chint^se merchants presenting certificates visaed 
by United States consular othcers in China, who, \i\ion examination, controverted 
said certificates and were refused admission to the United States. 

More records of tliis cliaracter are now in the possession of the commissioner of 
immigration at San Francis^^o, l)ut can not i)e conveniently loaned you, owing to the 
fact that the applicants have not vet i>een returned to China and the records com- 
pleted l)y having information to that effect inserted thereon. If you desire to be 
turnislied with these ad<iitional records and will so indicate, this Department will be 
pleased to issue instnictions that they be forwarded to Washington as soon as com- 
pleted in tiie manner indicated. 
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I have the honor also to inclose herewith an extract from a letter dated September 
16. 1K)4, receiveil by this I)e])artnient from the Chinese insi)ector in charge at St. 
Lr)uis, Mo., which has a dire<'t ])earing upon the subject covered by the conversation 
al)i>ve mentioned. 

Resf)ectfully, Lawrence O. Murray, 

Acting tSenrtary. 

Merrhnnis denied admissimi^ under i^ection 6, htj the annviiminner of im migration ^ San 
Francisco, from July 7, lodi, to June SO, 1904. 



Name. 



Date of 
arrival. 



Name. 



Date of 
arrival. 



Chin Tong ; Sept. 10, 

SzToMan ! Sept. 2«, 



Li>ui Ha. 

Chin Foo Ha 

La<»ChiT 

Liu I^im Fee 

Lui Pak 

Leonjf Yit Ton 

Lui Yen 

Ng Kap 

Ijao Key Hiii 

I>io riiunc Sao 

Cheaiig Chung Fat. 

Chunji: Win 

Nk Ming Sun 

Hui Cheonjf Tok... 

('hoy .NiuK 

Choy Ki!<»nK 

(Ihoy sik. 



Oct. .), 
Get. Jl, 

D<». 
Oct. :n. 

Do. 
Jan. 16. 
Jan. 23, 
Mar. U. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Apr. 17. 
Mav 2. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 



1903 
1903 
19U3 
VMS 

1903 

1901 
1904 
1904 



19CM 
1904 



I 



U(>Man(hoy May 27.1904 



Wong Sin Lung. 
Luni Kap San. 
Chao ('how ... 

Woo Tim 

Lara I*uy 

Lum Y'ing 

Lui Yet 

Lum Key 



Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 



Choy Yow I May 27,1901 

Yeong Hong I Do. 

Choy Ch(K>n Do. 

Choy Chong , Do. 

Choy Kam Do. 

Choy Seng ! Do. 

Choy Kam Seak i D<». 

Li*e Pun I Do. 

Ixwng Woh I Do. 

I^ao Ijini Yao June 8. 1904 

Choy I.^)k Do. 

Chov Sing Do. 

Choy Chan Do. 

Fong Lai IK*. 

Cliov Yone Do. 

Hui'Hin Do. 

YipChov Do. 

Young "N u Di>. 

U'ong Cham June :«), 1904 

Leong Nam Do. 

Y«*ong Man Iht. 

Ng Wan ThK 

Choy San Do. 

Tong Yee Kwan Do. 

Wong Choy Do. 

Lee Man Kam Do. 

Ao Yung K wan Do. 



The Secretary of State: 



Depart.ment of Commerce and Labor, 

Office of the Secretary, 
Woifhingtonj (October J J, 1904. 



Sir: Referring to the letter of this Department Injuring above numlx^r and dated 
the 6th instant, I have the hon(^r to transmit herewith 78 records of applications by 
alleged Chinese merchants for admission at the port of San Francisco, under the 
terms* (>f section of the act appnned July 5, 1884, all of whose case.« were found to 
be fraudulent. 

As these do<'ument«? form an imporbint part of the records of the San Francisco 
offiie, it in retjuested that care be exercised to prevent the loss or disarrangement of 
the various ])apers t'onstituting each, and that they be returned to this Department 
at the earliest practicaljle date. 

Respectfully, Lawrence 0. Murray, 

Acting Secretary. 

Merchaiiti^ dniie<l adrnimfiun, undtr section 6, t/y the commissioner of immigration, San 
Frnnrisco, Vai.jfrom July /, 1904j to October i, 1904. 



Name. 



Date of 
arrival. 



Name. 



Date of 
arrival. 



Leong Hong Julv '-',1904 

Yee Chur.g Jiek Do. 

Leong Chu Nang Do. 

Wong Ming Did Do. 

Cheang Kwan Yin Do. 

Wong Tang Yuen Do. 

Leong Sheong Do. 

Chun Va\ Do. 

< 'han Yiek Do. 

Wong Him Do. 



(•hong Pon July 2,1904 

Chan Moon Do. 

Chan Wing Do. 

Chan Jew | Do. 

(Jhan Nun Do. 

('han Chun Do. 

('han Kun Son Do. 

Wong C-hontf Tai Do. 

Wan Kai Lung ; Do. 

Cheong Lei I Do. 
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Merchants denied admMon^ under section 6^ hy the commimoner of immiarntiony San 
Francisco, (JaLffrom Jxdy i, liH)4i to October /, /^^— Continued. 



Name. 



CheongFan 

Jin Ch(><)ng Wing . 

Keong Lcoug 

Chong Su 

Wong Hin Yip.... 

Lay Him 

WongSai Urn .... 

Loo Kwong 

Mui Kee Foon 

MuiChceLap 

Wong He 

Choy Kan 

Lao Hop Tim 

Wan Jun 

Yen Cbcong Kao . 

Kwan Yin 

Wong Fook Chin . 

Lum Yek 

LaoHoon 

Lay Kang 

Lai Hoy 

LoJi Cheng 

Lo Man Son 

Fling Ji Kut 

Lee Fong Wah 

Tang Foo Wing . . . 
Lee Chung 



Date of I' 
arrival. 



July 2,1904 

Do. I 

Do. ' 

Do. 
July 15,1904 

D(». 

Do. 

Do. 
July 25,1901 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

IK>. 

Do. 

Do. 
Aug. 6,1904 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 



Name. 



LoKwok Chum... 

Lee Ji Tung 

Lee Jun Wing 

Lu Ring Jung 

Huw HulLcong... 
Fung Fook Him . . 

Yui'k Soy 

Lum Poon 

Lei* LtK'k Sing 

Wong Fook Pung . 

lA?e Toy Ling 

Leo Fook Chung . . 

Lee Lo<'k Lum 

Lee Chi Wan 

I^'C Koe (;heong.. 

Lee Jock Ling 

lA?e York Kee 

Wong Kin Wo 

Lee Chow Chek... 
LeongHoy Wan... 

Ng Choh 

Young Ah Sam ... 
Wong^ii■k Hong.. 
Lee Fook Yung... 
I^e Kwong Wni... 
Wong Si Chung . . . 



Date of 
arrival. 

Aug. 6, 1904 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

IK). 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

1)0. 

Do. 

Do. 
Aug. 18,1904 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 



I 



Over 100 certilicatetji issued within one rear from Canton to Chinamen who were 
denieil admission to the United States um^er the immigration laws were sent to the 
Department of State by the Bureau of Immigration. 



Caiitoiiy Kxliibit I. 

Mr. McWade to Mr. Tak. 



No. 202.1 Co.NSl'LATE OF TIIK I'MTEI) STATES OF AMERICA, 

Canton, China, January 14, 1901. 
His Excellency Tak. 

Acting Viceroy of the Two Kicangn, 

YocR KxcELLK.NCV : Ml*. Wonff Tan. an American citizen, who is in himself 
the Kwon;; Yip Ton^. loanctl $15.0(10 in current hank notes to r..eung Check 
Nam. whose n»sl(lencc. etc.. Is in Kong Moon. Sun Ui district. Said money was 
loaned to tlic man Lounjr Check Nam In Kong Moon, on 1st day, 7th Moon, 
24th year, K. S.. hearing Interest at the rate of .$<; per $l.(MKi per month. He 
gave one promissory note therefor. I inclose Mr. Wong Tan's petition, which 
tells the entire story of the case. I have investigated and f<mnd it to he 
correct in every particular. The defendant. Leung Check Nam, has, after 
paying the Interest f(>r f<mr months. attempte<l in a most dishonest, harefaced 
way to dc'-cive and cheat Mr. Wong Tang, the Kwong Yip Tong. Leung Check 
Nam must he <*ompelIed to make jjayment ])rniui)tly of the entire amount of 
the principal with the interest added. He sliould also, heinc: a dishonest man, be 
comiM»lletl to pMy the cost (»f your e\cellen<'y's cnurt in l»rin;:ing him to justice. 
Of tile cMs**^ that have (-niiH* hefore me this is one cf the most tlaijrant and 
aud.MJous .Mitempts to ehe.it and defraud an .Vmerican eitizen. I inclose also 
a copy <»f Leun:: Cheek Nam's promissory note, of which I hold the original. 

With assurances of hiirh personal esteem, excellency. I inclo.se the p»etitlon 
of Mr. Wont: Tan. the Kwonj: Yip Tong. with an urgent demand for prompt 
reparation. [):iynient to l»e made to me at tills <'onsulate. and am. 
Your oltedient scrvjint, 

UoiJKUT AL McWade, 
f'nitCil States (^tnmil-Gcnrral. 
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Mr. McWade to Mr. Tak. 

No. 221.] GORSULATB OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMEKIOA, 

Canton, Chinay January 81, 1901. 
His Excellency Tak, 

Acting Viceroy of the Two Kwanga, Canton. 

TouB E2xcsllbncy: Since receiving your dispatch of 28th day, 11th Moon, 
26th year, K. S. (18 January, 1901), in reference to the case of Mr. Wong Tan, 
an American citizen, who is himself the Kwong Tip Tong, and who loaned 
$15,000 to Leung Check Nam, a native of Sun Ui district informing me that 
Instructions have been sent to the district magistrate of Sun Ui directing him 
to have the case arranged and to order Leung Check Nam to make prompt 
reparation and payment of the amount, I have not heard a word from said 
district magistrate. 

I hold in my possession ample documentary evidence of this debt, in the 
shape of promissory notes, and I have the defendant's letter also showing his 
indebtedness. He is trying to cheat an American citizen out of a Just debt, 
and apparently the Sun Ui district magistrate is lending himself to that dis- 
honesty. That misconduct, of course, can not be tolerated. I ask you, there- 
fore, to telegraph the said district magistrate of Sun Ui commanding him to 
compel immediate payment of this just debt. 

With assurances of high personal esteem, I am, excellency, your obedient 
servant, 

RoBEBT M. MoWade, 
United States Consul. 

P. S. — Payment to be made through this consulate. 



Mr. McWade to Mr. Tao Mu. 

No. 228.] Consulate of the United States of America, 

Canton, China, February 13, 1901. 
His Excellency Tao Mu, 

Viceroy of the Two Kwangs, Canton. 
YouE Excellency: It has come to my knowledge that a deliberate attempt 
to defeat the ends of Justice is being made by Leung Check Nam, the maker of 
a promissory note to Mr. Wong Tan, an American citizen, who is himself 
the Kwong Yip Tong. I ask you, therefore, to order the district magistrate to 
take immediate action on this case, the proofs of which are, as already stated, 
in my hand. My last letter on this subject was dated January 31, 1901, and I 
was assured, in reply by your distinguished predecessor, H. E. Te* Son, that he 
had sent instructions to compel prompt payment I ask your excellency to 
compel the defendant to comply with the law and make prompt payment. 

With assurances of profound esteem, I am, excellency, your obedient 
servant, 

RoBEBT M. McWade, 
United States Consul. 



Mr. McWade to Mr. Tao Mu. 

No. 241.] Consulate of the UNrrED States of America, 

Canton, China, February 26, 1901. 
His Excellency Tao Mu, 

Viceroy of the Two Kwangs, Canton. 
YouB Excellency : I am sorry to have to ask your courteous attention again 
to the case of Leung Check Nam, the maker of a promissory note to Mr. Wong 
Tan, an American citizen, who is himself the Kwong Yip Tong. The defendant 
is and has been in Canton for some days past, for the purpose of further evad- 
ing the payment of his debt As I stated to you on February 13, 1901, he is 
deliberately attempting to defeat the ends of Justice. This, I submit to you, 
should not he permitted. In reply to my letter of January 31, 1901, H. E. Te* 
Son, your distinguished predecessor, assured me that he had issued instructions 
to compel prompt payment. The defendant, Leung Check Nam, apparently sets 
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at defiance the authorities. I again direct your courteous attention to his 
delinquency and &Bk you to compel him to malce prompt payment 

Assuring you of my profound esteem, I am» excellency, your obedient 
servant, 

Robert M. MgWade, 
United States Consul, 



Mr, McWade to Mr, Too Mu, 

No. 244.] Consulate of the United States of Auerica, 

Canton, China, March i, 1901, 
His Excellency Tao Mu, 

Viceroy of the Two Kwangs, 
Youa Excellency : Through the trickery and dishonest attempt to evade the 
law on the part of Lieung Check Nam, the maker of a promissory note to an 
American citizen named Wong Tan, who is himself the Kwong Yip Tong, I am 
under the necessity of again bringing the matter before you, trusting that you 
will aid me in having Justice done. The defendant pretended to the district 
nmglstrate of Sun Ui that he desired to present himself at my consulate and 
there confront the complainant The magistrate, apparently desirous of being 
Just permitted the said Leung Check Nam to leave bis Jurisdiction with the 
distinct understanding that the defendant would present himself at my consu- 
lar court Instead of doing this, instead of carrying out his implied promise to 
the said district magistrate and your own order to appear l)efore me, Leung 
Check Nam has fled to Uongkong, thereby not only establishing his guilt, but 
ignoring, deriding, and defying Chinese authority and Chinese laws. He has 
engaged a lawyer in Hongkong named J. F. Reeoe, who writes to me as follows : 

" Hongkong, February 28, 1901. 

** Sib : I am instructed by Leung Check Nam, alias Leang Ping Kwong 
(Chinese characters), that a Chinaman named Kwong Ip Tong, alias Wong 
Chaur (Chinese characters), a citizen of the United States, has presented a 
claim to you against my client for $15,000 and interest, alleged to be due for 
money lent in Kong Moon on the 1st day of the 7th moon of the 24th year of 
Kwong Su. 

. ** I am further instructed that it is alleged by the claimant that a promissory 
note was given by my client for the amount 

** My client, who is a broker, residing and carrying on business in Hongkong, 
instructs me to say that he never borrowed any money from the claimant, that 
he never pive the claimant any promissory note, and that he does not owe any 
money whatever to the claimant 

" My client will be much obliged If you will cause the alleged promissory note 
to be sent to the acting American consul-general in Hongkong for inspection by 
my client 

" My client further instructs me to say that he is prepared to defend any 
case the claimant may bring against him in the courts of this colony. 
** I liave the honor to be. sir. your most obedient servant. 

J. F. Reece. 

" Robert M. McWade, Esq., 

Consul for the United States of Am^'i<'a.'' 

Your excellency will please note that in the foregoing communication this 
dishonest defendant declares, through his lawyer, that he, the said Leung Check 
Nam, a resident of Hongkong. The district magistrate of Sun Ui ofllclally 
reports to you and to uie that the said Leung Check Nam is a resident of Sun 
Ui and has lived there for the past twenty years. Which of those statements 
are we to believe? Does the district magistrate of Sun Ui tell a lie, or does 
the defendant, Leung Check Nam, tell a lie? Is your district magistrate worthy 
of belief? According to the defendant's statement, he is not worthy. 

Your excellency can therefore readily Judge that no credence can l>e placed 
In the defendant's statement, and that his whole course since the beginning 
of this case has been a succession of false statements and of dishonest and 
triclcy attempts to evade tlie payment of a Just debt I ask you, then, in the 
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name of Justice, to compel the defendant, Leung Cheok Nam, to make prompt 
settlement and payment of this debt 

Relying with confidence on your sense of Justice, and assuring you of my 
profound personal esteem, 

I am, excellency, your obedient servant, 

Robert M. MgWade, 
United States Ooruul 



Mr, Reece to Mr, To Mem, 

02 Queen's Road Central, 

Hongkong, March 4. 1901, 
Sib: I am instructed by Leung Cheok Nam, alias Leung Ping Kwong (Chi- 
nese characters) to inclose for the favorable consideration of your excellency 
a petition in the Chinese language setting forth the circumstances under which 
Kwong Ip Tong, alias Wong Chan (Chinese characters) is making a claim 
against my client. 

As your excellency will see, my client says that the claim is false, and he Is 
prepared to prove that he never had any transactions with the claimant; that 
he never signed any document in his favor, and that he does not owe him any 
money whatever. 

I shall be much obliged if your excellency will give the petition your favor- 
able consideration. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your most obedient servant, 

J. F. Reece. 
His excellency To Man, 

Viceroy of Ktoang Tung and Kwang 8e Provinces, China, 



Letters from Mr, McWade to Mr, Tao Mu. 

No. 248.] Consulate of the United States of America. 

Canton, China, March 5, 1901. 
His Excellency Tao Mu, 

Viceroy of the Two Kwangs, Canton. 

Your Excellency : On March 1, 1901, I trnnsniitted to you a dispatch con- 
cerning the trickery and dishonest attempt to evade Chinese law by I^eung 
Check Nam, the maker of a promissory note to au American citizen named 
Wong Tan, wlio is himself tlie Kwong Yip Tong. In that dispatch was a letter 
which I liad ret^eived from a lawyer in Hongkong, who had been employed by 
Leang Check Nam, and who had gone to Hongkong in accordance with his dis- 
honest attempt to evade payment of his just debt. I formally notified that 
lawyer that I would not permit or tolerate his interference in the case; that 
Leung Check Nam's case was properly before a Chinese court, and that his 
flight to Hongkong and additional attempt to trick the Chinese court and myself, 
being added proof of Leung Check Nam's guilt, the said Leung Check Nam had 
laid himself open to severe punishment. The lawyer, apparently satisfied of 
Leung Check Nam's guilt, thereupon told him that he could do nothing for him, 
and sent him back to Canton. 

Late this afternoon Leung Check Nam, accompanied by a Hongkong Eurasian, 
dressed as a Chinaman, appeared at this consulate. He was treated courte- 
ously, which he did not deserve. I asked him why he did not come here, ac- 
cording to his agreement and promise to the district magistrate of Sun Ui, and 
confront the complainant. To my amazement he replied that the mandarin 
told a falsehood, and that he never made any such promise to the mandarin. 
Jle added that he told the mandarin he was busy ; he had to close up his 
accounts, and that he would not call at my consular court until after the Chi- 
nese New Year. I showed him that he was telling lies, and that he had been 
in Canton for a week prior to the Chinese New Year, and that he had been in 
Canton since and had tried to employ at least two men, whom I named, to fix up 
his case for him. Then he admitted that he had t)een in Canton, and he had not 
asked anyone to accompany him to this consulate. When he went to Hongkong 
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he said, it was merely to close up some accounts there, and he asserted solemnly 
that he did not see any lawyer there or engage any lawyer there to take up his 
case. Some of his friends might have seen a lawyer for him. he said. Again 
he declared that the Son Ui magistrate never received any promise from him, 
the said Leang Check Nam, to come to this consulate promptly and confront the 
complainant. 

The evidence of Leung Check Nam's indebtedness was then shown to him, 
and he finally admitted that he did go to Hongkong to attempt to get out of 
paying the debt, and that he saw the lawyer there and paid him. He said he 
only paid the lawyer $20, and that he stayed in Hongkong until the lawyer 
told him he could do nothing for him ; that the case was in the hands of a 
Chinese court, and that I would not permit him to interfere. Then he again 
insisted that he did not ask anybody to take him to the consulate, and that 
he did not speak to anyone in Canton about the matter, as he only passed 
through here to go to Hongkong on some very important business. I showed him 
again that he had asked two men in Canton, one a Chinaman and the other a 
Portuguese, to fix the case for him; that he had stayed in Canton for con- 
siderably over a week, and that he did promise the district magistrate of 
Son Ui to present himself promptly at this consulate to confront the complain- 
ant I a^so showed him how he had lied when he said at first that he did not 
see the lawyer in Hongkong, and when he said he did not engage a lawyer in 
Hongkong. I showed him how he convicted himself out of bis own mouth as a 
deliberate liar and a dishonest man. He had been shown the evidence of his 
indebtedness and of his lying statements. I finally said that no one could be- 
lieve anything he said or trust him hereafter, and that I would turn him over 
to Chinese justice. I thereupon gave him into the custody of Captain Yang, of 
the legation guards, who holds him under arrest awaiting your excellency's 
instructions. 

In conclusion, your excellency, I ask you to compel this untruthful and dis- 
honest man to pay over to me promptly the full amount of his indebtedness, 
together with the interest accruing thereon. Whatever punishment he deserves 
for his fiight to Hongkong, and his deliberate lies concerning the district mag- 
istrate of Son Ui and other matters, remain, of course, in your hands. It seems 
to me that he deserves punishment for his flagrant contempt of the Chinese 
court and of your excellency's instructions. This Leang Check Nam has through 
numerous pretexts succeeded for a long time in evading the payment of his 
Just debt. Again I ask for its prompt payment. 

Assuring you of ray high personal esteem, I am, excellency, your obedient 
servant, 

Robert M. McWade, 
rtiitcd States Consul, 



No. 282.] Consulate of the United States of America, 

Cantm, China, April 18, 1901. 
His Excellency Tao Mu, 

Viceroy of the Two Kwangs, Canton. 

Your Excellency : Illness has prevented my prompt reply to your communi- 
cation, dated 18th of the 2nd moon of the 27th year K. S., 6th April, 1901, con- 
cerning the complaint of Wong Tao, of Kwong Yip Tong. against I^ung Check 
Nam. 

I am amazed at the report which the Nam Hoi magistrate has presented 
to you of the investigation and trial made in my presence. When only a partial 
report of the case is presented then that report is bound to be untruthful and 
unjust. In his report to your excellency the Nam Hoi Magistrate Poy evi- 
dently omitted to inform you that I proved at the trial that Leung Check Nam 
is responsible for the debt; that he deliberately attempted to evade justice; 
that he lied deliberately concerning his connection with the case; that he 
declared falsely that the Sun Ui magistrate had never sent him to me ta be 
confronted. I proved incontestably the guilt of I>eung Check Nam. and in the 
name of justice I demand that he be compelled forthwith to make immediate 
payment. 

I have heard several reports about bril)ery in this case, but I am slow to 
believe them. I tell you, however, most emphatically that I am amazed at the 
report presented by the Nam Iloi, because it is so absolutely at variance with 
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tbe facts elicited at the trial. Again I demand justice and prompt payment 
of this claim. 

With assurances of esteem, I am, excellency, your obedient servant, 

Robert M.* Mo Wade, 
United States Consul 



No. 293.] Consulate of the United States or Amebica, 

Canton, Chinas April 27, 1901. 
His Excellency Tao Mu, 

Viceroy of the Two Kwangs, Canton. 

YouB Excellency : It is with considerable pain that I feel myself compelled 
to present to you the following dispatch, which I have transmitted to his honor 
the Nam Iloi Magistrate Poy: 

" Canton, April 21, 1901. 
** His Honor Toy. 

**Xam Hoi Magistrate. 

** YouK Honor : Illness has prevented my prompt reply to your communica- 
tion, dated 26th day, 2nd moon, 27th year K. S., in relation to the cases of 
George Key, Leung Check Nam, and Doctor Swan. I must frankly say to you 
that I am disappointed over the manner in which those cases have been treated 
and the delay in justice. 

" I expect to hear from you at an early date with the payment In the case 
of George Key against the Kun Yu Bank. There is no just reason and no 
honest excuse for the extraordinary and censurable delay in the settlement of 
this case. 

" I exiiect also the payment of the claim of Wong Tan. In your presence 
ample evidence was shown of Leung Check Nam's responsibility. I proved to 
you that he lied deliberately to you and to myself, and also proved to you that 
he tried to assert that the Sun Ui magistrate lied to His Excellency Tao Mu, 
the viceroy, when he. the said magistrate, reported that he had sent Leung 
Check Nam to me to be confronted. I proved to you that he had gone to Hong- 
kong and had there engaged a lawyer to try and get the case out of the 
Chinese court^. I also proved to you his culpability. In your report of the 
trial of the case to His Excellency Tao Mu you never mentioned those circum- 
stances. Why? Why did you conceal them? Why are you assisting this man 
to escape payment of a just claim of a debt for which he voluntarily became 
security? I know some of the influences that are being used to enable this man 
Leung Check Nam to escape payment of his just debt, and I now solemnly 
protest against them and against the unjust delay in the payment of this claim, 
which I have proven to be just in all respects. 

" With reference to Doctor Swan's case the report is incorrect. No beggar 
threw the missile. There was no beggar there at the time when the shopman 
threw the earthenware vessel at Doctor Swan, and consequently I do not wonder 
at your confessed inability to find an individual who never existed. 

"There are two other cases which I have in your hands, and like all of the 
others I find no honest results. Why is it? 

" It is a remarkable fact that in every case which I have before you not one 
instance of justice being done for me on the part of my nationals can be re- 
corded : not one case can be found in which you have decided fairly for me ex- 
cept the kerosene-oil prosecution. That looks badly for the manner in which 
you have dealt out justice. If I had not been a judge myself and did not know 
the law, and did not know how to investigate a case and prove its facts, then I 
might not be snn>rised If In one case, at least, I had erred. But I have been a 
judge and I have a full knowledge of the law, international and otherwise, and 
I now say to you that I challenge your justice in the treatment of the cases of 
George Key against the Kun Yu Bank and Wong Tao against Leung Check 
Nam. I demand justice, and I demand In tlie name of justice full and prompt 
payment in those cases, at least. 

** The United States of America is standing by China and is her earnest and 
strong friend In this her hour of trial and of peril. You are assuredly not show- 
ing by your actions a true appreciation of that fact. 

** With compliments, I remain, your honor, your ol>edlent servant, 

" R. M. McWade, 
- United States ConsuV* 
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" It is impossible for me to bare Justice at tbe bands of your subordinate 
officials. I bave already complained to yo upersonally about tbe foregoing cases^ 
and witb wbat result? If I can not get Justice it will be incumbent on me to 
make representations to tbe commissioners at Peking and to take sucb otber 
action as may be necessary. I feel that it is due to myself to say that I do not 
deserve tbe treatment of wbicb I complain, and against wbiob I bere enter my 
earnest and solemn protest. 

"Assuring you of my bigb esteem, I am, excellency, your obedient servant, 

" Robert M. McWade, 
** United States Consul" 



No. 298. J Consulate of the United States of America, 

Canton, China, May i, 1901, 
His Excellency Tao Mu, 

Viceroy of the Two Kicanga, Canton. 
YouB Excellency: I bave Just learned tbat tbe friends and relations of 
Leung Cbeck Nam are endeavoring to compromise tbe claim of Wong Tan, and 
he has been offered $7,500 to settle tbe case. I will not agree to any such 
underhanded and unjust attempt at settlement It is a clear evasion of the 
payment of a Just debt wbicb I have fully proved and for wbicb I claim full 
and prompt payment This lying defendant has been able, through the payment 
of squeezes and tbe influence of bis friends, to protract this case most unjusti- 
fiably and most unnecessarily, and has evaded Justice so far. It is surely high 
time for your excellency to exert your authority now and order tbe iuunediate 
payment to me of tbe claim, witb Interest, costs of prosecution, etc I ask you 
now to do so. I bave repeatedly presented the strong and convincing evidence 
in tbe case, and I now place before you tbe latest trick of this cunning and 
dishonest defendant Again I ask you to compel prompt payment to me of the 
amount involved. 

With assurances of high esteem. I am, excellency, your obedient servaiit, 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States Consul. 



No. 395.] Consulate of the United States of America, 

Canton, China, August 7. 1901, 
His Excellency Tao Mu. 

Viceroy of the Tico Kwangs. Canton. 
Your Excellency: As tbe case of Wong Tan, an American citizen v. Leung 
Check Nam has already been in your courts for over seven months and no 
progress seems to bave been made by tbe Sun Ui magistrate since tbe transfer 
of tbe defendant to bis native district I herewith request your excellency to 
order tbat tbe case be tried before tbe prefect at Canton, so tbat I may be 
present at tbe said trial. 

I bave already proved the guilt of tbe defendant at tbe trial before tbe Nam 
Hoi magistrate, and on June 3 inclosed in my dispatch to your excellency a 
partial list of property of the defendant, together with his son-in-law's address. 
I now inclose a copy of the petition wbicb I bave received from tbe com- 
plainant, Wong Tan, for your excellency's perusal, and again request tbat your 
excellency will order tbe return of the prisoner to Canton for an early trial. 

With assurances of high consideration, I am, excellency, your obedient 
servant, 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States Consul. 



No. 572.] Consulate of the United States of America, 

Canton, China, March >, 1902. 
His Excellency Tao Mu, 

Viceroy of the Two Kuauus. 
Your Excm.lency : The case of Wong Tan, an American citizen, r. Leung 
Chek Nam, for a debt amounting to $15,000, wbicb, witb interest added, 
amounting to $21,000, was protracted unnecessarily for months through tbe 
chicanerj' of tbe defendant. It was tried at various times, and evidence of the 
debt conclusively proved. It was finally banded over to the prefect on Septem- 
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ber 26» 1901, for prompt and satisfactory settlement. On Febmary 23, 1902^ 
accompanied by my interpreter, Mr. Yeung Mulj Sban, and our cblef clerk, Mr. 
da Silva, I attended tbe court beld by tbe prefect, wbere again tbe case was tried 
and fall evidence given of tbe debt, togetber witb tbe defendant's frequent 
evasions. Tbe admissions, evasions, and contradictory answers of tbe defend- 
ant and bis son-in-law, Tbam Cbun Huig, so impressed tbe court tbat tbe pre- 
ceding magistrate and bis deputies unanimously assured me tbat tbey would 
apply at once for Leung Cbek Nam and tbat of bis son-in-law Tbam Cbun 
Hulg's degradation ; tbat tbey would seal up bis property and imprison tbe de- 
fendant and bis son-in-law until tbe debt and interest bave been paid. Since 
tbat decision was rendered I bave not received any communication from tbe 
prefect I am naturally anxious to bave tbis long-drawn-out case finally set- 
tled, and I tberefore ask you to give order for its immediate and satisfactory 
settlement 

Witb profound assurances of esteem, I am, excellency, your obedient servant^ 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States Consul. 



No. 503.] Consulate, of the United States of Amebtca, 

Canton, China, March 19, 1902. 
His Excellency Tao Mu, 

Viceroy of the Ttco Kxcangs, 
YouB Excellency : I understand tbat Prefect Sbun will sbortly retire from 
bis position. Before be does, it is but fair and just tbat be sbould make a 
prompt settlement of tbe case of Wong Tan and American Citizen v. Leung 
Cb^ Nam. As your excellency is aware, tbis case was again tried at tbi& 
yamen, and tbe ofllcials wbo tried tbe case declared Leung Cbek Nam guilty. 

Tbis case bas been dragged along for upward of two years, and sbould bave 
been settled long ago. 

Will you, tberefore, in tbe interest of justice, oblige me by ordering tbe 
prefect to settle tbe case at once. 
Witb assurances of profound esteem, I am, excellency, yonr obedient servant^ 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States Consul. 



No. 306.] Consulate-General of the Unfted States, 

Canton, China, November 30, 1903. 
His Excellency Tsen, 

Viceroy of the Two Kwa/ngs. 
Your Excellency: I bave received tbe inclosed petition from Mr. Cboo, an 
American citizen. 

I deplore tbe necessity of baving to report to your excellency tbe fact tbat 
malefactors are audacious enougb to concoct a conspiracy to kidnap and bold 
to ransom wealtby citizens, native and foreign. I ask you to give orders look- 
ing to tbe arrest of tbese malefactors. I also ask you to give adequate protec- 
tion to Mr. Cboo. 

Witb assurances of profound esteem and an earnest desire for your complete 
restoration to good bealtb, 

I am, your excellency, your obedient servant, 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States Consul-Oeneral, 



Mr. McWade to Mr. Tsen. 

No. 424.] Consxtlate-Oeneral of the United States, 

Canton, China, February 26, 190^. 
His Eixcellency Tsen. 

Viceroy of the Tiro Kwwngs. 

Your Excellency: I bave received your dispatch, dated 9tb day 1st moon, 

concerning Mr. Cboo Cbong, an American citizen. Incorporated in tbat dls- 

petcb was a dispatcb from Nam Hoi magistrate Yin. I bave rarely met in my 

experience a report so full of gross inaccuracy from its beginning until its end ; 
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Jt bristles with it. I now say to you again what I have heretofore written — 
that Mr. Choo Chong is an American citizen ; that the proofs of his American 
citizenship are here at this consulate-general and can be seen at any time. 
Mr. Choo has made no misrepresentation and has not falsely accused anyone. 
I say to you, reservedly and unqualifiedly, that all of his statements are cor- 
rect ; that they have been fully proved, and, fortunately, the proofs are still at 
hand. I inclose Mr. Choo's petition, which replies in detail to the falsities of 
the Nam Hoi magistrate, Yin. I also inclose the declaration of guiit volun- 
tarily made by the thief. 

In reference to your excellency's statement in your dispatch, I desire most 
courteously to deny on behalf of this American citizen that he has ever used 
his infiuence to oppress the common people. No truthful evidence can be shown 
to that effect. 

In your dispatch you say : " Now Mr. Choo has been titled as a Chinese 
official, how can he claim as a foreigner or American subject?" In reply to 
that, permit me to remind your excellency that the title Mr. Choo has, and for 
which I understand he paid a large sum of money, \b a pure honorary one. It 
has at no time brought to him any financial return, and I feel satisfied that he 
will gladly return that honorary title on repayment to him of the money which 
he paid for It Outside of the utter worthlessness of the title to him, I re- 
spectfully suggest that many witnesses can* be found of foreigners, who are not 
Chinese subjects, having such titles. At this moment I recall two instances of 
American citizens who have received honorary titles. I have no doubt that if 
I communicate on the subject with our minister at Peking and with our consul- 
general and consuls in China I can find many instances. I recall the fact that 
many of the foreign church dignitaries hold such titles, as well as quite a 
number of commissioners and deputy commissioners of customs, all of wt^m 
are foreigners. 

Surely it is not necessary for me to intimate to your excellency the advisa- 
bility of observing the provisions of the treaty as regards the rights and inter- 
ests of an Ameriain citizen. I am sorry, however, to say that there Is an 
apparent desire on the part of the Nam Hoi majgistrate to deny this American 
citizen the justice which the treaty demands. I am sorry that the Nam Ho! 
magistrate Tin has misled you by his false statements. He can not mlslo-ad yon 
any longer, because I herewith place before you the exact fact of Mr. Choo's 
case. 

I therefore make a formal, yet courteous, demand upon you for ample justice 
to be done to Mr. Choo Chong, an American citizen, in each and all of the cases 
in which he is concerned. And it is my duty to intimate that if there is any 
further unnecessary delay in his obtaining ample justice. It will be my duty 
to take other and energetic step. 

With assurance of profound esteem. I am. excellency, your obedient "servant, 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States Consul-General, 



Exhibit J. 

Mr. McWade to Department of State. 

No. 357.] Consulate-General of the United States, 

Canton, China, March 17, 1904, 
Hon. Francis B. Loom is. 

Assistant Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 
Sir: On March 4, 1904, I received an official notification from Mr. R. de 
Luca, acting commissioner of the Imperial maritime customs, at Canton, con- 
cerning the formal opening of Kong Moon, In the Province of Kwang Tung, 
as a treaty port, and presenting for my Information and that of my nationals 
provisional commercial regulations for said port Accompanying that notifi- 
cation was a printed list of American firms alleged to be resident and doing 
business In Canton. In that list I was astonished to find the firm name " Chas. 
E. Richardson & Co." I was astonished because Fung Hung, the manager of 
the shop or store known as " Chas. E. Richardson & Co., Canton," had volun- 
tarily confessed under oath before Russell Colegrove, United States vice-consul- 
general, on November 23, 1903, that all the members of the firm were Chinese; 
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that Cha8. E. Richardson was paid to represent them as their agent; that 
Richardson received $1,000 per year for giving them the use of his name, and 
that he had no interest whatever in the firm of Chas. E. Richardson & Co. 
After making that affidavit Fung Hung assured me, in the presence of Mr. 
Colegrove and of our cliief cleric, Mr. da Silva, that his firm would no longer 
masquerade under the bogus title of "Chas. E. Richardson & Co.," and that 
he would immediately take down the false sign of "Chas. E. Richardson & 
Co.," which he (Fung Hung) had attached to the wall outside of Fung Hung's 
shop or store. On the following day Fung Hung returned to this consulate 
and Informed me that he had taken down the bogus sign. He thanked me for 
my kindness in not bringing him before the Chinese authorities and exi)osing 
his crime or crimes of conspiracy to defraud and of defrauding the Chinese 
Government, etc. He said that if I reported the case his goods and shop or 
store would be confiscated by the authorities and he and his partners severely 
punished. I told him that this case ought to be a warning to him, and he 
left, thanking me effusively. Both Mr. Colegrove and Mr. da Silva were pres- 
ent at the time. A copy of his affidavit was transmitted to the Department in 
my di8i)atch No. ."iSo, December 1), VJO'X I inclose a copy of said affidavit, 
marked " Exhibit A." 

Promptly after noticing the name of the bogus firm on the customs list I 
sent our chief clerk, Mr. da Silva, with a verbal message to Commissioner de 
Luca informing the latter that no such American firm as Chas. E. Richard- 
son & Co. had a legal existenc-e in Canton, and that the appearance on the 
customs list of its name or title must have occurred either through error or 
inadvertence. On inquli'y Mr. de Luca found that the bogus firm was still 
continuing its system of fraud, and that the promises made to me on November 
23, 1903, had not been kept. He then requested Mr. da Silva to ask me to 
send him a formal notification of the facts, so that justice could be done. On 
that afternoon, March 4, 1904, I complied with his request and formally noti- 
fied hiuh of the facts in the case. In that communication I suggested that 
proper legal action be taken against the Chinese conspirators. I inclose copy 
of that communication, marked " Exhibit B." On the same date I notified 
H. E. Tsen, viceroy of the Two Kwangs, and suggested that the Chinese sub- 
jects concerned in the conspiracy to defraud shoflld be brought to justice. 
Copy inclosed, marked " Exhibit C" 

About half past 2 o'clock on the following afternoon, March 5, 1904, Fung 
Hung came to this consulate-general and informed me that the customs author- 
ities had seized his consignment of yams, and that said consignment had been 
bought by him for and by no one else from several Chinese firms in Hongkong. 
He asked me to ** speak to commissioner of customs on his behalf," and pro- 
fessed deep sorrow for having failed to keep his promise to me. He frankly 
admitted that at Richardson's instance he had continued to trade under the 
bogus title of Chas. E. Richardson & Co. He added, however, that he had. to 
a certain extent, kept his promise to me, " for,** said he, " I have taken down 
the false sign of Chas. E. Richardson & Co., and I never put it up again." 
He said that Richardson was still under his pay for the fraudulent use of his 
(Richardson's) name. These statements were made in the presence of Mr. 
Colegrove and Mr. da Silva. 

Fung Hung here intimated his willingness to ** tell the whole story of Rich- 
ardson's fraudulent connection with Fung Hung's firm." I then requested 
him to accompany Mr. Lnm. our official interpreter, to the latter's room or 
office in the consulate, where he could make or prepare his confession for pres- 
entation to me. He there and then voluntarily, without any duress or any 
promises whatever on my part, or that of Mr. O)legrove. or of any employee 
of the consulate-general, made a full and frank confession, which he subse- 
quently substantiated under oath before me. In addition, he signed that con- 
fession in Chinese and also affixetl thereto the marks of the thumb and the 
middle finger of his right hand. The confession was witnessed by Mr. A. 
Schmidt, deputy commissioner of the Imperial Chinese customs, who happened 
to pay me an official call whilst Fung Hung was making his statement, Mr. 
Schmidt volunteering to remain until Fung Hung had committed his subse- 
quent confession to writing. Mr. Lum. the interpreter, also signed the con- 
fession as a witness. Mr. Colegrove and Mr. da Silva were also present at 
the time. 

In that confession Fung Hung gave the names and residences of all the 
partners of the firm. They are all Chinese subjects. He swore that the said 

H. Doc. 665, 59-1 13 
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firm or company had been in existence for four years; that for the past 
nineteen months that firm "has paid Charles E. Richardson $1,600 for the 
fraudulent use of his name for the purpose of evading payment to the Chinese 
Government of lelcin duties or^ tax ; " that Fung Hung visited Richardson in 
Honglvong and there yielded up to him, in the presence of Richardson's wife, 
Richardson's illegal agreement with the Chinese conspirators; that said agree- 
ment was then burned and that Richardson assured him that he need not be 
afraid to continue the business as l)efore " because his, the said Richardson's 
trouble was all over." Fung Hung added that he consequently did not stop his 
business, and he "took Richardson's word" with the intention, however, of 
procuring another foreigner in Richardson's place. Copy of confession in- 
closed, marked "Exhibit D." 

Thus, you see. for nineteen months Richardson sold his name as an Ameri- 
can citizen under the protection of the American flag and conspired with the 
Chinese subjects named to cheat and defraud the Chinese Government. 

Deputy Commissioner Schmidt having informed Commissioner de Luca of 
fi\ing Hung's confession, Mr. De Luca, at his request, was shown the document 

On the morning of March 9, 1904, I received a communication from Com- 
missioner de Luca thanking me for my information and inf«>rmiug me that the 
case of the bogus firm had been handed to the high Chinese authorities for 
investigation, " because the said bogus firm only consisted of Chinese subjects." 
CJopy inclosed, marked " Exhibit E." 

On that day, March 9, 1904, I received the following cabled Instnictlons : 

"McWade, Consul, Canton: 

" Suspend proceedings against Richardson and his proi>erty until further 
orders, releasing his books and cargo on bond of $4,000. 

" Hay." 

Immediately on receipt of the foregoing I waited, personally on Connnissioner 
de Luca and handed him the original cablegram. He agreed to release the con- 
rglgnment of yams, etc., provided that Richardson entered up a satisfactory bond 
lor the amount noted — $4^000 gold — either with me or with the customs au- 
thorities. I returned to the consulate, and handing the cablegram to Mr. Russell 
'Colegrove, instructed him to proceed with a witness to Fung Hung's shop on 
^ing Loong street. Canton, to try and find Charles B. Richardson there or 
«ome person representing him, and to notify the said party of my Instructions 
from the State Department Messrs. Colegrove and da Sllva went there and 
were Informed that Richardson and his clerk were In Hongkong and that there 
was no one to whom the message could be delivered. I Inclose Mr. Coiegrove's 
report thereon, marked " Exhibit F." 

On March 11, 1904, I Instructed Mr. Colegrove to pay another visit, accom- 
panied by a witness, to the shop of Richardson's bogus firm. In Hlng Loong 
street Mr. Colegrove was accompanied by Mr. da Sllva and by Mr. Shuu Shul 
Kwong, a Chinese clerical employee of the consulate. The Inmates of the shop 
Insisted that Richardson was In no way Interested In the business of their firm ; 
that they did not know his actual whereabouts, and refused to accept a letter 
addressed to Richardson or to receive a verbal message for him. Mr. Cole- 
grove noticed that, since his previous visit, the false sign of " Chas. E. Rich- 
ardson & Co." had been replaced on the outside wall of the shop, or store. Both 
he and Mr. Sllva pointed out the sign to the Inmates of the shop, whereat they 
laughed loudly. They again insisted that Richardson was not Interested in the 
business, and bluntly said that " Richardson's name was used for evading the 
Chinese customs duties." Inclosed are the sworn statements of Mr. Colegrove, 
Mr. da Sllva, and Mr. Shu Shui Kwong, marked Exhibits " G," " H," and " I." 

Learning from Commissioner de Luca. on March 14 and 15, that neither 
Richardson or any representative of his had appeared before him, and failing, 
on my part, to either see or hear from Richardson or any representative of 
his, I addressed Richardson, In care of the United States consulate-general at 
Hongkong, on March 16, 1904, and formally notified him that on the presenta- 
tion of a satisfactory bond of $4,000 gold the cargo of the pretended firm of 
Chas. E. Richardson & Co., would be released pending action by the Chinese 
authorities. Copy Inclosed marked " Exhibit J." 

On the afternoon of March 16, 1904, I received a dispatch fi-om H. E. Tsen, 
viceroy of the Two Kwangs, notifying me that he had Instructed the Nam Hoi 
magistrate to proceed against tlie guilty Chinese subjects. Copy of dispatch 
inclosed, marked " Exhibit K." 
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On March 17, 1904, a young Chinaman, who said he was a friend of Richard- 
son, and had just arrived from Hongkong, handed me a letter from Richardson 
demanding the immediate release of the seized yarns, etc., and also the handing 
over of an account book and chit book belonging to the said Richardson. 
Nothing, however, was said about the entering up or presentation of any bond. 
I told the Chinaman that unless the bond was properly entered up I would not 
interfere in the case. I informed him of the cablegram of instructions I had 
received from the Department, and said I would follow it to the letter. He then 
left Messrs. Colegrove and Silva were present during the interview. 

If I do not hear from Richardson within the next forty-eight hours, I will 
forward the chit book and account book in care of United States consul-general 
at Hongkong. Richardson's letter inclosed, marked " Exhibit L." 

The Nam Hoi magistrate is now giving all of the Chinese subjects and con- 
spirators concerned in this bogus firm a fair and open trial, the result of which 
I will transmit to you, together with a transcript of the evidence. 

In my dispatch. No. 328, of November 19, 1903, I informed you that Richard- 
son was keeping away from here to evade arrest on a warrant charging him 
with perjury in connection with this bogus firm. Since then he has also kept 
away from all ports in south China. He evidently conducts his operations in 
Hongkong, where he is practically immune from arrest for the grave crime 
of which he has been guilty. His is the second flagrant case, within the 
past four and one-half years, of an AJnerican citizen being guilty of such 
despicable misconduct When he swore before me on July, 1902, that he was 
the sole owner, proprietor, and member of the firm of Chas. E. Richardson & 
Co., of Canton, I warned him, most earnestly, against lending the use of his 
name to any Chinese subjects for fraudulent purposes. I had in mind at the 
time the instructions thereon of Minister Conger, a copy of which I inclose, 
marked " Exhibit M." If consuls-general, consuls, and other consular officers 
desire to stand well with the high Chinese authorities and to prove, beyond all 
question or doubt, that they are actuated by a sincere desire to be as just to 
China as they are dutiful and loyal to the United States and American inter- 
ests, they will faithfully obey those instructions, both in spirit and letter. A 
failure to do soi will cause distrust, want of confidence, and possibly an end of 
friendly relations. 

Bogus firms of this sort are a fruitful source of serious complaint on the part 
of the Chinese authorities, and I am glad and proud to be able to say that 
Richardson's is the only one within my knowledge within the past three years, 
in which our American reputation has been brought to shame or practically com- 
mercial dishonor. 

Without going at any length into details of Richardson's disgraceful career, 
1 simply mention the fact that he has been well known here as the asssociate of 
a gang of swindlers and thieves, comprising W. F. Cary, L. C. Passano, J. D. 
Gillilan, and George Aitken, all of whom, I am sorry to say, are Americans ex- 
cept Aitken. Warrants for their arrest for various crimes have for many 
months been in the hands of Mr. Colegrove, the United States marshal, and of 
Captain Lindberg, superintendent of municipal police of Shameen, Canton. 

They are unscrupulous adventurers with everything to gain and nothing to lose 
that is worth losing. They have been guilty of almost every crime from perjury, 
theft, obtaining goods and money by false pretense, embezzlement, and at- 
tempted forgery, to swindling foreigners and natives. On account of my firm 
administration of justice, they hate and also fear me, consequently they have 
fled from Canton, and they are fugitives from Justice. Cary fled in disguise 
several months ago from Canton to Hongkong, and thence to the Straits Settle- 
ments. Richardson, Gilliland, and Passano are In Hongkong, where they are 
operating In concert. Aitken is somewhere in the West River district, Mc- 
Mnllen is in Manila. Louis Long is serving three months* imprisonment in 
prison for falsifying the accounts of the American Canton-Hankow Railway. 
In order that you may more thoroughly understand the character (or rather 
the want of it) of Chas. B. Richardson, I inclose a photographic copy of a letter 
which, on August 31, 1903, he sent to Dr. Carl Johnson, United States vice- 
consul at Amoy, in which he sought by cajolery and threats to debauch Vice- 
Consul Johnson. In that letter he quotes me several times, and each statement 
that he makes is a wicked invention. Not one of the remarks he attributes to 
me were uttered by me, and he never had any conversation with me on the sub- 
jects noted. He is a foul disgrace. If he had known the strict methods fol- 
lowed here of examining Chinese applicants for immigration, he would not 
have made such palpable mistakes. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, Robert M. McWajde., 

United Btate% OWi%uVQtWN.wa\. 
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Exhibit A. — Statement of Mr. Fung Hung. 

Fung Hung, 33 years of age, of the Pun U district, manager of the shop 
known as Charles E. Richardson & Co., dealers in flour, sugar, and yarn, in 
King Loong street, Canton, api>eared before me this 23d day of November (Cth 
day of the 10th moon) and stated under oath as follows : 

The capital of the concern is $10,000, divided between eight partners, all of 
whom are Chinese, and Mr. Richardson is paid to represent us as our agent, 
receiving $1,000 per year, and has no interest whatever in our business. 

I do not know of any other business of Richardson. He told me he had an 
office in Amoy, where Chinese merchants could procure the necessary papers to 
enable them to enter Manila. 

He never sent any Chinese from Canton to Manila to my knowledge. He 
never spoke to me of sending anyone from here, and if he had done so I would 
have known it. 

Mr. Richardson is not a resident of Canton. Whenever there Is any business 
connected with the firm he is sent for, and he generally stops at the hotel for a 
day or so. 

Richardson never told me that he was paying any money or hvXhe of any kind 
to the United States consul-general or anyone connected with the United States 
consulate, and our Ann never paid any money for this purpose. 

Fung Hung (Chinese characters). 
Ip Lai (Chinese characters). 

Signed and sworn to before me, Russell Colegrove. vice-consul-general of the 
United States, this 23d day of November, 1003. 
True copy. 
[seal.] Russell Colegrove, 

I'nitetJ Statvfi Vicc-ConffUl-deneral, Canton, China. 



Exhibit B. — Mr. McWade to commissioner of customs. Canton. 

Consuijvte-Gexeral of the Ignited States of America. 

Canton, China, March 4, 1904. 
To R. de Luca, Esq., 

Commissionci- of Customs, Canton. 

Esteemed Sir: Having learned that the bogus firm of Charles E. Richardson 
& Co., of Canton, are still trading under that style and title, and thus defraud- 
ing the Imperial revenues, I have the honor herewith to notify you of the 
folh>\ving facts: 

Many months ago Charles E. Richardson formally notified me In writing and 
made oath before me In i)erson that he was the sole owner and proprietor and 
member of the firm of Charles E. Richardson & Co., doing a flour and general 
merchandise trade in Canton and Its vicinity. He asked me to protect his in- 
terests, and I agreed to do so, with the express stipulation that no evasion was 
to 1)0 attempted on the Chinese laws or the usual customs and liken duties, and 
that he would notify me promptly If any change took place In the personnel of 
the flrm. It was not until within the last three months of 1903 that I learned 
beyond all question that the said Charles E. Richardson had deliberately per- 
jured himself before me, and that the alleged firm of Charles E. Richardson & 
Co., In Canton, whose place of business Is situated In Hlng Loong street, 
really consisted of Chinese subjects, who paid him $1,000 per year for the 
fraudulent use of his name. Those Chinese subjects made attidavlt to those 
facts before me, and I Instructed them to cease at once doing business as 
Charles E. Richardson & Co. This they promised to do. I now learn that 
they are still conducting and carrying on business In flour and general mer- 
chandise, and arc defrauding the imperial revenues under the fraudulent title 
of Charles E. Richardson & CJo. I have the honor to suggest that pi*oper legal 
action be taken against them. Warrants have been Issued months ago from this 
consulate-general for the arrest of Charles E. Richardson for perjury and 
oXhvv crinics. He is aware of that fact, and cunseijuently never comes to Can- 
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ton, but remains in Hongkong, wliere be \» immune from arrest on those otiarges. 
I am, esteemed sir, your obedient servant, 

RoBEBT M. McWade, 
United States Consul-Oeneral. 



ExiiiBrr C. — Mr. McWade to Viceroy Tsen, 

Consulate-Genekal of the United States of America, 

Cantwh China, March 4, IBO!,- ^ 
His Excellency Viceroy Tsen. 

Your Excellency : I have the honor herewith to inclose copy of my com- 
munication of this date to Hon. R. de Luca, commissioner of customs of this 
port, concerning the existence of the fraudulent firm of Charles E. Richardson 
& Co., in Hing Loong street. Canton, who are defrauding the imperial revenues 
through lying pretense that they are an American firm. The parties concerned 
in thus defrauding the imperial revenue deseri-e punishment both by fine 
and imprisonment : that, however, is in your own hands, and with it I have 
nothing to do. 

Should you desire copies of affidavits noted in my letter to Mr. Luca, the 
commissioner of customs, I will be happy to forward them. 

With assurance of profound consideration, I am, excellency, your obedient 
servant, 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States Consul-Oeneral. 



Exhibit D. — Statement of Fung Hung. 

Canton, China, March 19, 1904. 

I am the manager of the Cit Wo firm, consisting of eight partners, to wit: 
Chin Flang On, compredore to the Sperry Flour Co., at Honkong; Kwong Yan 
Hang, flour dealer In Hongkong; Kwang Chan On. flour dealer in Hongkong; 
Kwong Wo Loong, flour dealer in Hongkong; Yee Hing, flour dealer in Hong- 
kong; Wong Yut Sang, partner of the Yee Hing shop, residing at Ping Ti in 
the Nam Hoi district ; Hing Wo Tong. alias Fung Hung ; Hing Leun Tong, each 
owning $1,000 a share. 

The above company has been operated for four years. Within the last two 
years, for the punwse of saving likin duty, we engaged Mr. Charles E. 
Richardson as our representative at Canton, using the name of Charles E. Rich- 
ardson & Co. for that purpose, paying him the sum of $1,000 a year. 

Before the Chinese new year we contracted for a thousand bags of flour from 
him (Richardson) and paid him. as bargain money, the sum of $2,000 on 
speculation. The flour is due to arrive by next fortnight. 

Mr. Richardson has been In our employ for nineteen months, and we have 
already paid him, through his compredore, $1,000. Mr. Richardson's com- 
predor<» In Hongkong is Yueng Cheuk Hln, who goes around to get business 
for him (Richardson). 

Besides the flour business, which Is done through Mr. Richardson, I also deal 
in sugar and yarn, which is done through Chinese shops, in Hongkong, called 
Shum Hing, Tai Hing, and Kuug Kee. 

Latter part of 11th Chinese moon, I went down to Hongkong and asked him 
why he Informed the United States consul-general that he was the owner of my 
shop and business when he was only paid by us to use his name to save the 
llkin duty, and I told him that I projwsed to give up his services ; and as the 
agreement of our firm was In my hands, he asked me for it and had it burned 
in my presence. 

This happened at his house. No. 19, near the Peak, in Hongkong, his wife 
being the only person present besides Mr. Richardson and myself. I also told 
him through his misrepresentation of our firm he nearly put us Into gi*eat 
trouble. 

Mr. Richardson then said, " My trouble Is all over — you may continue on 
the business as before." I therefore did not stop my business, and took his 
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word, working as before, with the intention of procuring another foreigner 
in hi8 place, but did not tell him so. 

Signed in Chinese characters. 
Witness : 
A. Schmidt, 

Deputy Commissioner of Customs. 
LuM Hon Wan, 
Interpreter for United States Consul-Oeneral. 

Sworn and signed before me, this 5th day of March, 1904, at the United States 
Consulate-General at Canton, China. 

Robert M. MgWadb, 
United States Gonsul-Oeneral. 



Exhibit E. — Acting Commissioner of Customs to Mr, McWade, 

No. 21.] Custom House, 

Canton^ 9th March, 1904, 
I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your dispatch of the 4th instant 
Informing me that the firm trading at this port under the name and style of 
Charles E. Richardson and Co. is a bogus firm, really consisting of Chinese who 
pay Charles E. Richardson the sum of $1,000 per annum for the fraudulent use 
of his name, and in reply to state that the receipt of the iabove intelligence — ^for 
which please accept my thanks — has made it necessary for me to refuse further 
applications from the said firm and to detain certain goods which were being 
passed through the customs by them pending an investigation by the high 
Chinese authorities, the viceroy and the hoppo, to whom I have reported the 
case. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

R. DE LUOA, 

Acting Commissioner of Customs. 
To Hon. R. McWade, 

United States Consul-Oenerah Canton, 



Exhibit F. — Letters from Mr. Colegrove to Mr. McWade. 

Consulate-General of the United States of America, 

Canton, China, March 10, 1904, 
Hon. Robert M. McWade, 

United States Consul-Oeneral, Canton. 
Sir : Conforming to your orders, on the 9th of March I visited the shop known 
as the Charles E. Richardson Company, for the purpose of informing Mr. Rich- 
ardson that upon his filing a bond for the sum of four thousand dollars ($4>000), 
goods consigned to him would be released by the customs officials. 

I was accompanied by Mr. A. M. P. de Silva, chief clerk and interpreter of 
this consulate, and upon our arrival at the said shop we were informed by the 
coolies in charge that both Mr. Richardson and his clerk were in Hongkong, and 
there was no one to whom we could deliver our message. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

Russell Colegrove, 
United States V ice-Consul-General, 



Exhibit G. 

Hon. Robert M. McWade, f;. 8. Consul-Oeneral. 

Sib: Following your instructions on March 11 I again visited the shop 
claimed by Chas. E. Richardson to be his pla^e of business. 

My instructions from you were to deliver a letter to Richardson or his 
agent, informing him that upon his filing a bond for the sum of $4,000 in this 
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consulate, or in the custom-house, goods alleged to be consigned to bim would be 
released by the customs officials. 

I had previously sent a letter to this effect to the shop, which was refused by 
those in charge. 

On the 11th instant I was accompanied by our chief clerk and interpreter^ 
Mr. da Silva, and Mr. Shi Shiu Kwong, also clerk and interpreter in this 
consulate. 

Although a sign bearing the words "-Chas. E. Richardson & Co." was posted 
on the outside of the building (which had been done since my prior visit 
on March 9), the inmates positively refused to accept the letter addressed 
to Mr. Richardson or to receive a verbal message for him. 

They (those in charge of the shop) insisted that Richardson was in no way- 
interested in the business, and that they did not know his whereabouts, beyond 
the fact that they supposed that he was in Hongkong. 

Being unable to find Mr. Richardson, I am holding the letter in question until 
I can ascertain bis address. 

I will add that while the inmates of this shop insisted that Richardson was 
in no way interested in the business, I noticed the initials "C. B. R." on 
numerous bags, and upon further inquiry I learned that the shop used Rich- 
ardson's name for the purpose of evading customs duties. 

Russell Coleobove, 
United States Vice-Consul-OeneraL 

Sworn to before me. 

RoBEBT M. McWade, 
ConsuhOeneral of the United States, 



Exhibit H. — Mr, da Silva to Mr. McWade. 

Canton, China, March 13, 1904. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, U. S. ConsuhOeneral, 

Sib: Under your instructions I accompanied the vice-consul-general, Mr. 
Colegrove, on March 11, to the shop claimed by Chas. E. Richardson as his 
place of business at Canton. 

Mr. Shi Shiu Kwong also accompanied us and acted as interpreter. After 
informing the people there, who are coolies, that their business was to inform 
Richardson or his representative that upon his filing a bond for the sum of 
^4,(X)0, either at the consulate or the custom-house, goods alleged to have been 
consigned to him would be released by the customs authorities, and that we 
wanted to deliver a letter, also. The inmates replied that they could not take 
charge of the letter, and said that Richardson had no representative there, 
and that they had nothing to do with Richardson or his business, and did not 
know his whereabouts. 

On looking around the shop we noticed a number of bags of brown sugar 
marked " C. E. R.," and we asked the men there, ** If you have nothing to do 
with Richardson, how is it that all these cargoes are marked with Richard- 
son's initials? " They replied that their cargoes used Richardson's name for 
the purpose of passing the customs and lightening the dues. 

We noticed a sign board bearing the words " Chas. E. Richardson & Co." on 
the outside wall of the building, and we questioned the men " Who put that 
sign board there? " because the sign was not there when we last called on 
March 9. The inmates replied that they knew nothing about it, and said that 
Richardson had only a room rented from them in the building for his Chinese 
clerk. 

As we could obtain no information whatever from those people, who also 
refused to take charge of the letter and refused to take our verbal message 
or instructions for Richardson, we left the place. 

I am, sir, your obetlient servant. 

(Signed) A. da Silva, 

Chief Clerk, U. S, Consulate, 

Sworn to before me this 19th day of March, 1904. 

Robebt M. McWade, 
U, S. Consul-Qeneral, 
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Exhibit I.— Mr. Shi 8hui Kwotig to Mr. McWade. 

' Canton, China, March 14, 1904. 

Hon. R. M. McWade, 

United States Consul-General. 

Sib: Under j'our orders I accompanied the vice-consul-general, Mr. Cole- 
grove, and chief clerk, Mr. da Silva, on March 11, to the shop claimed by 
Charles E. Richardson as his place of business in Canton. 

When we reached there I acted as interpreter, and Mr. Colegrove asked me 
to say that we would where Mr. Richardson was, and to tell him, or his repre- 
sentative, that If Richardson would file a bond of ft,000, in the United States 
consulate-general or the custom-house, goods alleged to be consigned to him 
would be released by customs officials, and the next thing we want was to 
deliver a letter (which was in Mr. Colegrove*s hand) to him. The people 
replied that they can not take charge of the letter, for they did not know 
Richardson's address, and that Richardson had no representative there. They 
also insisted that Richardson was in no way connected with their business at all. 

While the above questions were finished we prepared to go, but on looking 
at both sides of the shop we noticed that there was a number of bags marked 
"C E R." Then I was again requested by Mr. Colegrove to question them, 
and they replied that these bags only used Richardson's name in order to pass 
the customs in the way of lightening the duties. 

I recollect also that when the door a signl)oard marked thus " Cbas. E. 
Richardson & Co.," caught our sight, and we at once again questioned the men. 
They replied that they knew nothing about that signboard, and that Mr. 
Richardson only rented from them a room in their shop as office. As soon as 
this finished, and we obtained no Information from them, and left the place. 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

Shi Shui Kwong. 

Sworn to before me, this 14th day of March, 1904. 

RoBEBT M. McWade, 
United States Consul-General. 



Exhibit J. — Mr. McWade to Chas. E. Richardson d Co. 

Consulate-Genebal of the United States of Amebica, 

Canton, China, March 16, 1904. 
Chabi^s E. Richabdson & Co., 

In care of United States Consulate-General, Hongkong. 
SiBS : Repeated efforts have been fruitlessly made by United States employees 
to find you at your alleged business address in Canton for the purpose of noti- 
fying you that on entering up a satisfactory bond for $4,000 gold, either with 
the commissioners of the Imperial maritime customs at Canton, or at this 
consulate-general, the cargo claimed by you to belong to the alleged firm of 
Charles E. Richardson & Co., will be released, i)endlng action by the Chinese 
authorities, and the few pai)ers and one account book, turned over voluntarily 
by Fung Hung, will be handed to you. None of the parties found at your 
alleged business address In Canton would receive any such notification for you. 
They absolutely refused to do so. 

I am, sir, your obetllent servant. Robrbt M. McWade. 

United States Consul-General. 



Exhibit K. — fHspatch from H. E. Tsen, viceroy of the Two Kicangs, to Hon. 
Consul-General Robert M. McWade. 

YouB Honor: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 18th day, 
first moon, regarding the fraudulent firm in Hing L(M)ng street, having under 
false pretenses used the name of Charles E. Richardson & Comi)any for the 
purpose of defrauding the Chinese Government taxes, etc., contents of which 
have my attention. I am exceedingly gratified to note that in the present case 
your honor has done your duty in your usual straightforward manner. In 
reference to this sort of cases, instructions had already been given to strictly 
forbid any Chinese from falsely using any foreigners' name as a foreign firm. 
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As your honor has already found out that the said Richardson's firm, of 
Hlng Loong street, is solely owned by Chinese merchants, and that the said 
Richardson has received money for their protection, which is a case of con- 
spiracy with the Chinese to do evil, the parties concerned who have already 
abused the law should be severely dealt with, and punished as a warning 
against future i)erpetrators. 

I have instructed the Namhoi magistrate to have the said firm sealed up, 
and to have all the partners, managers, and others concerned in the business 
arrested, plainly investigated, and then to make a reiwrt to me before dealing 
with all of them. 

I have also requested the commissioners of customs at Canton to submit the 
whole matter, with regard to the said Richardson's conspiracy with the native 
merchants who have bribed him for using his name in doing evils, for the con- 
sideration of H. E., the hoppo. The latter official will accordingly cmomunicate 
with your .honor, to have the said Richardson punished in accordance with the 
provisions of the treaty. 

With reference to the alleged deposition made by the defendant, witnessed by 
the deputy commissioner of customs, I shall deem it a great favor if you will 
kindly send me a copy of it. 

29th day, 1st moon, 30th Yr., K. S. (March 15, 10(U). 



Exhibit L. — Chas. E, Richard son & Co. to Mr. McWade. 

Chables E. Richabdson & Co., 

Hongkong, March 16, 190^. 

Sib: Through certain instructions, we hereby make a formal demand on you 
for the following two items: 

First. The release of 20 bales of cotton yarn per S. S. Ying King, 13 bales 
of cotton yarn per S. S. Kxcang Tung, and 2 bales of cotton yarn per S. S. tian 
Cheung. 

These 35 bales of cotton yarn were detained by the Canton custom-house 
because of an official letter from you stating we were a bogus firm. I hereby 
enter a denial to this. 

Second. We also hereby make a formal demand for one ** chit book," and one 
Chinese account book, which were taken from our office in Hing Loong Kai, 
Canton, without warrant, by your clerk, Mr. da Silva. 

I also am desirous of a letter from you stating that you have withdrawn 
from the custom-house at Canton the statement that Chas. E. Richardson & 
Co. are a bogus firm. 

I send this letter and formal demand by the hand of a friend, Mr. Yung Fun 
Che. 

If you release this cargo on i>erusal of this, kindly hand him (Fun Che) the 
order; if you refuse to do so. kindly hand him a letter so stating the refusal. 

I wish Mr. Fun Che to return promptly, and would ask your immediate action. 
I think your calm consideration since your action will show you that you made 
a slight error. 

We are, sir, your ol>edient servants, 

Chas. E. Richardson & Co. 

To Hon. R. M. McWade, 

United States CouHul-Uencral, Canton. 



Exhibit M. — M. Conger to Mr. Smith. 

Con. No. 532.] Legatio.x of the United States of America, 

Peking, China, December JS, 1S99. 
Hubbard T. Smith. Es«i., 

United States Vice-consul, Canton. 
Sir: The attention of this legation having been called by the Chinese Govern- 
ment to the illegal and fraudulent use of foreign hong names by Chinese in order 
that they may avoid the payment of Ilk In duties, or for other reasons, you are 
requested to warn tlie American merchants living within your consular juris- 
diction that such practices can not but be damaging to their good re\)u.t»X\sy^ 
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here, and that they will not have the support or sympathy of either the Govern- 
ment or the legation in such evil practices, and that they should not give per- 
mission to the fraudulent use of their names in any business or practice 
whatever. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, B. H. Ck)NaEB. 



Private and confidential.] 

[T. M. Stevens & Co., general import and export merchants, Hongkong, Canton, and Amoy, 
New York and Portland, Oreg. Cable address : '* Stefel." Codes used : A. I., A. B. C. 
4th edition, Lleber's Standard, Southard's Lumber. Chas. B. Richardson, agent] 

Hongkong, Atigust SI, 1903. 

My Deab Doctor : I wish to have a pen talk with you which no one else knows 
of. When I do these things I do not tell other people, but sink It into oblivion. 

Mr. Miller who is here tells me you have refused to vis4 as many as you pass, 
and that some of the parties were truly entitled to pass. He also explained to 
me your new reference system which I approve of, and a somewhat similar one 
exists at Canton. 

Now, I can not say I like all these turn backs. I have discussed this question 
of vise thoroughly with Mr. McWade, and you are quite too particular and 
without cause. You can not set up an arbitrary ruling from your own Judg- 
ment. The law says you must investigate, but the only investigation you can 
do is to have a set of questions to ask the man, and if his testimony is correct you 
are bound to vis^. 

In fact, the Canton consul-general told me that if the hoppo sent him a des- 
patch with a certificate, and the man answered the questions set forth in the 
passport, that he would always vis^. He said it was a matter of treaty right, 
and for trade and other interests he would not refuse. 

Of course I know the object of your refusal, and I am content with what has 
been done ; but it Is almost enough, except where the facts stick all over like a 
mop. Then act. 

But if it keeps up all the time then I will do something like this, mind you, 
always in a friendly spirit, too : I will have the taotal write you an official des- 
patch covering each certificate, and if the party is turned down will have the 
taotai ask for a reason. On your answer I will have him protest, and armed 
with the protest and data I will appeal to the consul-general at Canton. It will 
be my relief, and I am sure that I would win. 

Now, Doctor, take my tip : we all like to make money, and during the coming 
year or two you make as much as you can. Besides all this, in the coming time 
I may be able to do you a political favor of great importance to you. 

Surely you do not need to be more careful than Canton does. I want you to be 
careful, and yet reasonable. I have no turn backs there. If the man answers 
every question, who is there to say he lies. Besides this, this is the authority of 
the Manila custom-house. If they see fit to land them, well and good. If not, 
they, also, can not be arbitrary. They must observe the treaty and live within 
It. The Manila autliorities would crush the lawyers if they could, but they 
could not. 

In discussing trouble with detectives, the Canton consul-general told me that 
It was nonsense. He says if I will only tell him their names and when they are 
spying he will lock them up if they can not show authority from State Depart- 
ment, and he says he would lock up Shuster if he came to Canton meddling 
without State Department authority. He says he won't tolerate it, and the 
inference of support to you was given. 

Now, Doctor, you and I are business men, so we can talk freely to one another. 
I knew if I asked Mr. B. to si)eak to you about it he would l>e afraid ta 
Besides this secret knowlcKlge is best, and so now you and I know of this and 
no one else. I will always help you, and perhaps I know a few things about 
movements. Make all the money yon can. 

I am withdrawing Mr. Herzberg from Canton, and it looks like Canton will 
send many more than you. I believe you don't like him, and now that he is 
coached 1 can use him there. If ycm will inform me what you like and dislike 
I will do anything I can to meet your desires. If you will tell me these things, 
then I can act. 

When next I come to Amoy I will show you a letter from Secretary Hay 
Instructing all diplomatic ofl^cers and consular officers in China to assist me to 
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further my business and afford me every convenience to meet Chinese officials. 
I am working ahead on further Amoy and Foochow business. I think I will 
open an European office in Foochow soon. 

With best regards, yours, sincerely, Chas. E. Richardson. 



Canton, Exhibit K. 

Mr. McWade to Mr, Looniia, 

No. 359.] Consulate of the United States, 

Canton, Chhia, March 25, 190), 
Hon. Francis B. Loom is. 

Assistant Secretary of State, Washington, D. C, 

Sir: In further continuation of my No. 357, dated March 17, 1904, regarding 
the bogus firm of Chas. E. Richardson & Co., I have the honor to report as 
follows : 

On the afternoon of March 21, 1904, I received a letter, dated March 19, 1904, 
from Chas. E. Richardson, in which he declined " to put up a bond for |4,000 
gold for cargo valued at a little over $4,000 silver." He also " declined to put up 
a bond so long as you (I) have anything to do with the case." The remainder 
of his letter is characteristic, and I commend it to your grave consideration. 
Letter inclosed, marked " Exhibit A." 

Ascertaining on inquiry of the customs officials that the cargo in question was 
valued at a little over $5,000 Mexican, I ^rote to Charles E. Richardson on 
March 22, 1904, informing him of my willingness to accept a satisfactory bond 
that would cover the value of the cargo. Letter inclosed, marked " Exhibit B." 
I have received no reply to that communication. 

In order that there may be no doubt in your mind of the reputation of Charles 
E. Richardson's associate, John D. Gillilan, I requested Capt Charles W. Meade, 
engineer in chief of the American Canton-Hangkow Railway, to write a formal 
letter, certifying his knowledge of the said Gillilan. He courteously consented 
to do so, and I inclose his official communication, marked " Exhibit C," which 
stigmatizes Gillilan as a confidence man and swindler. I should add that, 
before Gillilan's character was exposed here, he posed in Canton and Hong- 
kong as wealthy timber merchant, having immense and valuable timber conces- 
sions in Borneo. His representations found credence In both cities until evi- 
dences began to crop up of his having swindled Mr. George Lammert and others. 
He disappeared from Canton, fearing arrest at my hand, and he has been and is 
the intimate associate of Charles E. Richardson. Both of them are shrewd, 
unscrupulous men who would not hesitate at perjury or any other crime to 
carry out their designs. 

I have the honor to add that the high Canton authorities are publicly inves- 
tigating the bogus firm of Chas. E. Richardson & Co. The details of that inves- 
tigation will be furnished to me by the officials when evidence is all in, and I 
will promptly send you a copy thereof. 

I am, sir. your obedient servant, Robert M. McWade, 

United States Consul-Genera}. 



ExHirjiT A. — Chas. E, Richardson d Co. to Mr, McWade, 

[Hammond Milling Company, of Seattle, merchant miller, branches at Hongkong, Canton, 
and Amoy. Chas. E. Richardson, agent.] 

Hongkong, March 19. 1003. 
Robert M. McWade, 

United Statea Consul-Generah Canton. 
Sir: Yours of lOtb at hand yesterday. 

I decline to put u\) a bond for $4,0(K) gold for cargo valued at a little over 
$4,000 silver. Also, I decline to put up a bond so long as you must have any- 
thing to do with the case. 

Regarding the use of the word ** alleged " by you in the letter acknowledged 
I would advise you to be cautious in your use of same. 
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As the Nam Hoi Yeun has closed my office in Hlng Loong Kai, I desire to 
know by whose orders, and, if by yours, or by your information, I desire hereby 
In behalf of Chas. E. Richardson & Co. and myself, to notify you that I hold 
you personally responsible for damages for loss of business, damage of business 
prestige, and damages for detention of cargo, and other expenses. 

I leave in a few days for Peking to see your superior, the United States min- 
ister, as I have been instructed to do so. As I take with me proofs and books 
and invoices of my business in Canton as transacted from here, and all sworn 
and certified to before the United States consul-general here, 1 would advise 
you to send the paltry scrapings you have to the United States minister there. 

Further, in a day or two a former friend of yours leaves here, and among his 
effects are some choice materials in the shape of affidavits, some of ^[vhich affi- 
davits and proofs you have never thought of as existing. Besides this, some 
papers of Mr. da Silva's. These go before Senator Foraker and some of the 
New York papers. Excellent campaign stuff. 

Besides this, on the Tremont, which sails in a few days, is one of the stock- 
holders of the above concern. Mr. A. B. Hammond is a twenty-millionaire. 
He owns mines, railways, banks, sawmills, floor mills, race horses, and forms 
one of the political factions of Montana. My principal will thus inform the 
Senators of Oregon and Washigton and Montana of your actions. 

The higher you build your castle the greater will be its fall. 

If you wish to release the cargo, it will stop the expense of my trip and I 
will detain the rest of the stuff ; also you must restore my shop to me, the papers 
you seized (not voluntarily given), although they are of no value and the 
account books does not deal with my affairs. Also you must give me a letter 
stating that you will give me full protection in the future and to all my inter- 
ests. If this is not in accord with your ideas, we will both flght each other. 
I have right and justice and the law on my side, and you have a momentarily 
tyrannical power and which you can avail yourself of so long as it is of avail. 
Yours, etc., 

Chas. E. Richardson, 
For Chas. E. Richardson & Co. 

The stockholder is Mr. M. Gold Smith, of Portland. Mr. Gold Smith is son 
of B. Gold Smith, of Portland, Greg., and your friend, Mr. Perkins, can tell you 
about this family. 



Exhibit B. — Mr. McWade to Chas, E. Richardson d- Co. 

Consulate-General of the United States, 

Cantati, China, March 22, 1904. 
Chas. E. Richardson, Esq., 

In care of U. S, Consulate-Oenerah Hongkong. 
Sib: I received on March 21, 1904, your courteous comnmnication, dated 
March 19, 1904. I am unaware of the value of the consignment of yarns, etc., 
in the hands of the authorities, and am quite willing to accept a satisfactory 
bond equal in value to the seized goods. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, , 

IJ. ^. Consul-General, 



Exhibit C. — Mr. Mead to Mr. McWade. 

Imperial Chinese Railway Administration. 

Canton-IIankow Ry., 
Canton, China, March 23, 190 j^. 
Dear Sir: In aiLswer to your inciuiry regarding my knowledge on one JohnD. 
Gillilan, I will state that although not intimately acquainted with him. I first 
met him about four years ago in Manila and have known him in a desultory 
way ever since, and although from my i)ersonal knowledge. I do not know 
much about him, I f^an say that he has a very bad reputation. He is con- 
sidered an all-around confidence man, bilk, general dead-beat, and pimp. This 
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is the general reputation of the man so far as I know it in Manila, and from 
what little personal knowledge I have of the man I believe he deserves this 
reputation. 

Very respectfully, C. W. Mead, 

Engineer in Chief. 
Hon. RoBEBT M. McWade, 

U, 8, Consul-General, Canton, 



Canton 9 E^xliibit L. 

Mr. MrWade to Mr. Peirce, 

Consulate-(tENERAl of the I'mted States. 

Canton, China, May 10, J904. 
Hon. Herbert II. D. Peirce, 

Third Assistant Secretary of State. 

Sib: I have faithfully carried out your instructions regarding Charles E. 
Richardson. I have written to the viceroy twice regarding his case and 1 have 
also written to the commissioner of customs, instructing him to place the name 
of Charles E. Richardson & Co. on the official customs list of American firms. 
Richardson, however, absolutely refuses to tell me his intention as to registra- 
tion here. He called here this morning and was exceedingly insolent and 
domineering. He handed me the inclosed letter written in pencil and told me 
** when I attended to the contents of that letter he would take into consideration 
the question of his registration.*' He said he '* would not under any circum- 
stances disclose the names of his partners, the capital of his firm, or the nature 
of his business.'* He said " it was none of my business," and he intended that 
"American consuls out in China would hereafter have to do what he would 
tell them, for they had nothing to do with commercial business." He demanded, 
in an exceedingly rude manner, to be " introduced to his excellency, the vice- 
roy," and insisted that I should stop the business of the consulate and go with 
him forthwith to the viceroy's yamen. He was reminded that official etiquette 
is a bar to any such procedure. He said he " would compel me to introduce 
him to the viceroy and to whatever officials he pleased." All of the foregoing 
conversation took place in the presence of Mr. da Silva and the other clerks 
in the office. 

I have the honor to add that Richardson has been making quite a number 
of insulting and slanderous statements on the steamboats and in the Victoria 
Hotel at Shameen and in other places regarding myself and other American 
consuls and consuls-general, notably Mr. John Goodnow, of Shanghai. He 
boasted of his political influence, a power which I know he does not possess. 
He has also boasted openly that he will have me out of here by September at 
the farthest, and that " the Chinese and others will see then who is the real 
power behind the throne." 

He has also conveyed the impression to the Chinese and others that he has a 
Government commission now at work in Hongkong investigating me and my acts, 
and that he has the secret-service police of Manila at his disposal, through his 
friend, Mr. Cairns. His slanders are abominable and almost intolerable. 

1 place these facts before you so that you may see how this man abuses your 
courtesy and derides the authority of consular officers. He is such a falsifier 
that it is impossible for any man of honor to place credence in his statements. 

I will carry out your instructions faithfully regarding him and his firm. He 
will receive every facility accorded to resjwnsible and trustworthy American 
firms. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, Robert M. McWade, 

United States Consiil-Oeneral. 

X. B. — I inclose copies of wo dispatches which will ^ive you the reason for 
my action in Richardson's case, also copies of the two affidavits. I send these 
to you so that you can see I am acting strictly within official instructions. I 
again assure you that your orders regarding Richardson will be strictly observed 
by me. 
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Mr. Richardson to Mr. McWade. 

Canton, May 10, 1904. 
Sib: Re your verbal request for registration of the capital of firm, partners, 
and business. 

Before considering this request I wish you to kindly inform me under what 

authority or regulation of the United States of America you make this demand. 

I also hereby solicit of your honor a letter of introduction to his excellency, 

Wan Chung Yu, the minister of foreign affairs, as I wish an interview with his 

excellency. 

I have the honor to remain, sir, your obedient servant, 

Chas. E. Richardson. 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

United States Consul-General j Canton. 



Department of State to Mr. Smith. 

No. (>3.] ' Depabtment or State, 

Washington, June 2i, 1899. 
H. T. Smith, Esq., 

Vice-Consul of the United States, Canton, China. 
Sib : In his dispatch No. 194, of the 9th ultimo, our consul-general at Shanghai 
reports that it is a common practice for Chinese to put their business under the 
names of foreigners. 

Mr. Goodnow adds : " Men of all nationalities permit the use of their names 
for a small amount of money, gaining thereby foreign protection "for Chinese 
business." 

You are informed that the practice referred to is illegal and is not sanctioned 
by this Grovernment You are directed in uo case to extend protection of any 
sort to such Chinese or their property. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, Thomas W. Cbidleb, 

Third Assistant Secretary. 



Mr. Conger to Mr. Smith. 

No. 5^^2.] Lega^tion of thk United States of Amebica, 

Peking, China, December 18, 1899. 
Hl'bbard T. Smith, Esq., 

United States Vice-VmisHi, Canton. 
Sir : Tiie attention of this legation having been called by the Chinese Govern- 
ment to the illegal and fraudulent use of foreign hong names by Chinese in order 
that they may avoid the payment of llkin duties or for other reasons. You are 
requested to warn the American merchants living within your consular Juris- 
diction that such practices can not but be damaging in their good reputation 
here, and that they will not have the support or sympathy of either the Gov- 
ernment or the legation in such evil practices, and that they should not give 
pennission to tiie fraudulent use of their names in any business or practice 
whatever. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, E. H. Conoeb. 



Statement of Mr. Fung Hung. 

Funj; Hung, 3:^ years of age, of the Pun U district, manager of the shop 
known as Charles E. Richardson & Co., dealers in flour, sugar, and yarn, in 
Hing Loong street. Canton, api)eared before me this 23d day of November (0th 
day of the 10th moon) and stated under oath as follows: 

The capital of the concern is $16,000, divided between eight partners, all of 
whom are Chinese, and Mr. Richardson is paid to represent us as our agent, 
receiving $1,000 per year, and has no interest whatever in our business. 
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I do not know of any other business of Richardson. He told me he had an 
office in Amoy, where Chinese merchants could procure the necessary pai)ers 
to enable them to enter Manila. 

He never sent any Chinese from Canton to Manila to my knowledge; he 
never spoke to me of sending anyone from here, and if he had done so I would 
have known it. 

Mr. Richardson is not a resident of Canton. Whenever there is any business 
connected with the firm he is sent for, and he generally stops at the hotel for a 
day or so. 

Richardson never told me that he was paying any money or bribe of any kind 
to the United States consul-general or anyone connected with the United States 
consulate, and our firm never paid any money for this purpose. 

Fung He no [Chinese characters]. 
Ip Lai [Chinese characters]. 

True copy. 

Signed and sworn to before me, Russell Colegrove, vice-consul-general of the 
United States, this 23d day of November, 1903. 

[seal.] RlSSELL (^OLKGROVE. 

United States Vice-Consul-Oeneral, Canton, China. 



Statement of Fung Hung. 

1 am manager of the Chit Wo firm, consisting of eight partners, viz, Kwong Yau Hang, 
flour dealer of Hongkong; Kwong Chwn On, flour dealer of Hongkong; Ewan Wo Loong, 
flour dealer of Hongkong; Yee Hin^, flour dealer of Hongkong; Wong Yut Sang, partner 
of the Yee Hingshop, residing at Ping Ti, Nam Hoi district; Chin Hang On, compradore 
to The Sperry Flour Company, at l£>ngkong; Hing Wo Tong, alias Fung Hung; Hing 
Luen Tong, alias Fung Hung, each owning $1,000 a share. 

The above companjr has Sen opened for four years. Within the last two years for the 
purpose of saving likm duty, we engaged Mr. Charles E. Richardson as our representative 
at Canton, using the name of Charles E. Richardson & Co., for that purpose, paying him 
the sum of $1,000 per year. Before the Chinese New Year we contracted for a thousand 
bags of flour from nim and paid him as bargain money $2,000 on speculation. The flour 
is due to arrive by next fortnight. 

Mr. Richardson has been in our employ for nineteen months, and we have already paid 
him through his compradore $1,600. Mr. Richardson's compradore in Hongkong is leung 
Cheuk Him, who goes around to get business for him (Richardson). 

Besides the flour business, which is done through l^Ir. Richardson, I also deal in sugar 
and yam, which is done through Chinese shqps in Hongkong, cidled Shum Hing, Tai Hmg, 
and Kun^ Kee. Latter part of 11th Chinese moon I went down to Hongkong and ask^ 
him whip^ ne informed the United States consul-general that he was the own6r of my shop 
and business when he was only paid by us to use his name to save the likin duty, and I 
told him that I proposed to give up his services, and as the agreement of our firm was in 
my hand he asked me for it and nad it burned in mj presence. This happened in his 
house. No. 19, near the Peak in Hongkong, his wife bemg the only person present besides 
Mr. Richardson and myself. I also told him that through his misrepresentation of our 
firm he nearly put us into great trouble. 

Mr. Richardson then said my trouble is all over, you need not be afraid, you may con- 
tinue on the business as before. I therefore did not stop my business and took his word, 
workmg as before, with the intention of procuring another foreigner in his place, but^dia 
not tell him so. 

(Chinese characters.) 

Witnesses: 

A. Schmidt, 

Dev.Commer. L. M. Customs. 
Lam Hon Wan, 

Interpreter for United States ConsvlrOeneral. 

Sworn and signed before me, this 5th day of^March, 1904, at the United States consulate- 
general at Canton, China. 

[seal.] Robert M. MoWade, 

United States Consul-Oeneral. 
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Canton, Exhibit M. 

Acting Secretary of Wdr to Secretary of State. 

Wak Department, 
Washington, June 7, 1904, 
Sm: Supplementary to letter from this Department of April 28 last, I have the honor to 
inclose herewith copies of letters from Consul-General Robert M. Me Wade, dated March 
17 and 25, 1904, with additional charges attached against Charles E. Richardson, which 
have been forwarded to this Department by the civil governor of the Philippine Islands. 
Very respectfully, 

Robert Shaw Oliver, 

Acting Secretary of War. 
The Secretary of State. 



Mr. McWade to governor-general, Manila. 

Consulate-General of the 
Unffed States of America, 
Canton, China, March 17, 1904, 
Hon. Luke E. Wright, 

Govemor-Oeneral, Manila, P. I. 
Sm: I have the honor herewith to inclose copy of my dispatch No. 357, dated March 
17, 1904, to the State Department, with inclosures, relating to the case of Charles E. Rich- 
ardson, who, for the past nineteen months, has been connected with a Chinese fraudulent 
firm trading in Canton and its vicinity under the style or title of Charles E. Richardson & 
Co. He is an unscrupulous man, possessed of considerable shrewdness. If he pursue a 
business avocation in a proper ana honorable way he might be able to achieve success, 
but his career here and elsewhere shows that he prefers a crooked course and uses much 
ingenuity in his various plans connected therewith. He does not appreciate the sanctity 
of an oath. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

RoRERT M. McWade, 
United States Consul-Oeneral. 



Mr. McWade to Department of State. 

Canton, China, March 17, 1904- 
Francis B. Loomis: 

On March 4, 1904, 1 received an official notification from Mr. R. de Luca, acting commis- 
sioner of th» imperial maritime customs, at Canton, concerning the formal opening of 
Koi^ Moon, in the Province of Kwang Tung, as a treaty port and presenting for my imoi^ 
mation and that of my nationals provisional commercial regulations for said port. Accom- 
panying that notification was a printed list of American hrms, alleged to be resident and 
doing business in Canton. In that list I was astonished to find the firm name ''Chas. E. 
Richardson & Co.'' I was astonished because Fung Hung, the manager of the shop or 
store kno^Mi as "Chas. E. Richardson & Co., Canton," had voluntarily confessed under 
oath before Russell Colgrove, United States vice-consul-general, on November 23, 1903, 
that all the members of the firm were Chinese, that Charles E. Richardson was said to 
represent them as their iLgent, that Richardson received $1,000 per year for ^vin^ them 
the use of his name, and that he had no interest whatever in the firm of Charles E. Richard- 
son & Co. After making that affidavit Fung Hung assured me in the presence of Mr. 
Colgrove and of our chief clerk, Mr. da Silva, that his firm would no longer masquerade 
under the Imgus title of "Clias. E. Richardson & Co." and that he would immediately 
take down the false sign of "Chas. E. Richardson & Co.," which he (Fung Hung) had 
attached to the wall of side of Fung 1 lung's shop or store. On the following day Fung 
Hung returned to this consulate and informed me that he had taken down the bo^s sign. 
He thanked rae for my kindness in not bringing him before the Chinese authorities and 
exposing his crime or crimes of conspiracy to defraud and of defrauding the Chinese Govern- 
ment, etc. He said that if I reported tlie case his goods and shop or store would be con- 
fiscated by the authorities and he and his partners severely punished. I told him that 
this ^ase ought to be a warning to him and he left thanking me effusively. Both Mr. 
Colgrove and Mr. da Silva were present at the time. A copy of his affidavit was transmitted 
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to the Department in my dispatch No. 335, December 9, 1903. I inclose a copy of said 
affidavit, marked "Exhibit A." 

Promptly after noticing the name of the bogus firm on the customs list I sent our chief 
clerk, Mr. da Silva, with a verbal message to Commissioner de Luca, informing the latter 
that no such American firm as Charles E. Richardson & Co. had a legal existence in Canton 
and that the appearance on the customs list of its name or title must have occurred either 
through error or inadvertence. On inquiry Mr. de Luca found that the bo^us firm was 
still continuing its system of h-aud and that the promises made to me on November 23, 19(^, 
had not been kept. He then requested Mr. da Silva to ask me to send him a formal noti- 
fication of the facts, so that iustice could be done. On that afternoon, March 4, 1904, I 
complied with his request and formally notified him of the facts in the case. In that com- 
munication I suggested that proper legal action be taken against the Chinese conspirators. 
I inclose copy ofthat communication, marked "Exhibit B.'' On that same date I noti- 
fied H. E. Tsen, viceroy of the Two Kwangs, and suggested that the Chinese subjects con- 
cerned in the conspiracy to defraud should be brought to justice. Copy inclosed marked 
"ExhibiC." 

About half past 2 o'clock on the following afternoon, March 5, 1904, Fung Hung came to 
this consulate-general and informed me that the customs authorities had seized his con- 
signment of yams and that said consignment had been bought by him, for and by no one 
else, from several Chinese firms in Hongkong. He asked me to "speak to commissioner of 
customs on his behalf,'' and professed deep sorrow for having failed to keep his promise to 
me. He frankly admitted that at -Richardson's instance he nad continuea to trade imder 
the bogus title of Charles E. Richardson & Co. He added, however, that he had, to a cer- 
tain extent, kept his promise to me, for, said he, " I have taken down the false sign of Chas. 
E. Richardson & Co. and I never put it up again." He said that Richardson was still 
under his pay for the fraudulent use of his (Richardson's) name. These statements were 
made in the presence of Mr. Colgrove and Mr. da Silva. 

Fupg Hung here intimated his willingness to " tell the whole story of Richardson's fraudu- 
lent connection with Fung Hung's firm." I then requested him to accompany Mr. Lum^ 
our official interpreter, to the latter's room or office in the consulate, where he could make 
or prepare his confession for presentation to me. He there and then voluntarily, without 
any duress, or any promise whatever on my part or that of Mr. Colgrove or of any employee 
of the consulate-general, made a full and frank confession, which he subsequently sub- 
stantiated under oath before me. In addition he si^ed that confession in Chinese and 
also affixed thereto the marks of the thumb and the middle finger of his right hand. 

The confession was witnessed by Mr. A. Schmidt, deputy commissioner of the imperial 
Chinese customs, who happened to pay me an official call while Fung Hung was makinjg 
his statement, Mr. Schmidt volunteering to remain until Fung Hung had committed his 
subsequent confession to writing. Mr. Cum, the interpreter, also si^ed the confession as 
a witness. Mr. Colgrove and Mr. da Silva were also present at the time. 

In that confession Fung Hun^ gave the names and residences of all the partners in the 
firm. They are all Chinese subjects. He swore that the said firm or company had been 
in existence for four years, that lor the last nineteen months that firm " has paid Charles E. 
Richardson $1,600 for the fraudulent use of his name for the purpose of evading payment 
to the Chinese Government of likin duties or tax," that Fun^ Hung visited Richarcison in 
Hongkong and there yielded up to him in the presence of Richardson's wife Richardson's 
illegal agreement with the Chinese conspirators, that said agreement was then burned and 
that Ricnardson assured him that he need not be afraid to continue the business as before 
"because his, the said Richardson's, trouble was all over." Fimg Hun^ added that he, 
consequently, did not stop his business and he " took Richardson's word " with the intention, 
however, of procuring another foreigner in Richardson's place. Copy of confession inclosed, 
marked "Exhibit D.^' 

Thus, you see, for nineteen months, Richardson sold his name as an American citizen 
under the protection of the American flag and conspired with the Chinese subjects named to 
cheat and defraud the Chinese Government. 

Deputy Commissioner Schmidt having informed Commissioner De Luca of Fung Hung's 
confession, Mr. De Luca, at his request was shown the document. 

On the morning of March 9, 1904, 1 received a communication from Commissioner De Luca 
thanking me for my information and informing me that the case of the bogus firm had been 
handed to the high Chinese authorities for investigation, "because the said bogus firm only 
consisted of Chinese sul)jccts. " Copy inclosed marked " Exhibit E. " 

On that day, March 9, 1904, 1 received the following cabled instructions: 
" McWade, Consul j Canton: 

"Suspend proceedings against Richardson and his property until further orders, releasing 
his books and cargo on bond of $4,000. 

"Hat." 

H. Doc. 665, 59-1 14 
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Immediately on receipt of the foregoing I waited, personally, on Commissioner De Luca 
and, handed him the original cablegram. He agreed to release the consignment of jams, 
etc., provided that Richardson entered up a satisfactory bond for the amount noted, 
$4,000 gold, either with me or with the customs authorities. I returned to the consulate 
and, handing the cablegram to Mr. Russell Colegrove, instructed him to proceed with a wit- 
ness to Fung Hung's shop on Hing Loong street. Canton, to try and find Charles E. Richard- 
son there, or some person representing him, and to notify the said party of my instructions 
from the State Department. Messrs. Colegrove and Da Silva went there and were informed 
that Richardson and his clerk were in Hongkong, and that there was no one to whom the 
message could be dehvered. I inclose Mr. Colegrove 's report thereon, marked " Elxhibit F.'' 

On March 11, 1904, I instructed Mr. Colegrove to pay another visit, accompanied by a 
witness, to the shop of Richardson's bogus fiurm on Hmg Loong street. Mr. Colegrove was 
accompanied by Mr. Da Silva and by Mr. Shuu Shui Kwong, a Chinese clerical employee of 
the consulate. The inmates of the shop insisted that Richardson was in no way interested 
in the business or their firm; that they did not know his actual whereabouts, and refused to 
accept a letter addressed to Richardson or to receive a verbal message for him. Mr. Cole- 
srove noticed that, since his previous visit, the false sign 'Thas. E. Richardson & Co.'' had 
been replaced on the outside wall of the shop or store. Both he and Mr. Da Silva pointed 
out the sign to the inmates of the shop, whereat they laughed loudly. They again insisted 
that Richardson was not interested in the business, and bluntlv said that ''Richardson's 
name was used for evadingthe Chinese customs duties." Inclosed are the sworn state- 
ments of Mr. Colegrove, Mr. Da Silva and Mr. Shu Shui Kwong, marked exhibits "G," "H," 
and "I." 

Learning from Commissioner De Luca on March 14 and 15, that neither Richardson nor 
any representative of his had appeared before him, and failing, on my part, to either see or 
hear from Richardson or any representatives of his, I addressed Richardson, in care of the 
United States consulate-general at Hongkong, on March 16, 1904, and formaUy notified him 
that on the presentation of a satisfactory bond of $4,000 gold the car^o of the pretended 
firm of Charles E. Richardson & Co. would be released pending action by the Chinese 
authorities . Copy inclosed marked ' * Exhibit J . " 

On the afternoon of March 16, 1904, 1 received a dispatch from H. E. Tzen, viceroy of the 
Two Kwangs, notifying me that he had instructed the Nam Hoi magistrate to proceed 
against the guilty Chinese subjects. Copy of the dispatch inclosed marked "Exhibit K." 

On March 17, 1904, a young Chinaman, who said he was a friend of Richardson and had 
just arrived from Hongkong, handed me a letter from Richardson demanding the immediate 
release of the seized yams, etc., and also the handing over of an account book and chit book 
belonging to the said Richardson. Nothing, however, was said about the entering up or 
presentation of any bond. I told the Chinaman that unless the bond was properly entered 
up, I would not interfere in the case. I informed him of the cablegram of instructions 
I nad received from the Department and said I would follow it to the letter. He then left. 
Messrs. Colegrove and Da Silva were present during the interview. 

If I do not hear from Richardson within the next forty-eight hours I will forward the chit 
book and account book in care of United States consul-general at Hongkong. Richardson's 
letter inclosed, marked "Exhibit L." 

The Nam Hoi magistrate is now giving all the Chinese subjects and conspirators concerned 
in this bogus firm a fair and open trial, the result of which I will transmit t-o you together 
with the transcript of the evidence. 

In my dispatch No. 328, of November 19, 1903, 1 informed you that Richardson was keep- 
ing away from here to evade arrest on a warrant charging him with perjury in connection 
with this bogus firm. Since then ho has also kept away from all ports in South China. He 
evidently conducts his operations in Hongkong, where he is practically immune from arrest 
for the grave crime of which he has been guilty. His is the second flagrant case within the 
past four and one-half years of an iVmerican citizen being guihy of such despicable miscon- 
duct. WTien he swore l>efore nie, in July, 1902, that he was the sole owner, proprietor, and 
meml)cr of the firm of Charles E. Richardson & Co., of Canton, I warned him most earnestly 
against lending the use of his name to any Chinese subject for fraudulent purposes. I had 
in mind at the time the instructions thereon of Minister Conger, a copy of which I inclose, 
marked "Exliibit M." If consuls-trencral, consuls, and other consular ofiicers desire to 
stand well with the high Chinese authorities and to prove beyond all question or doubt that 
they are actuated by a sincere desire to bo as just to Cliiua as they are dutiful and loyal to 
the United States and American interests tlicy will faithfully obey those instructions, both 
in spirit and letter. A failure to do so will cause distrust, want of confidence, and possibly 
an end of friendly relations. 

Bogus firms of this sort are a fniitful source of serious complaint on the part of the Chinese 
authorities, and I am glad and proud to be able to say that Richardson is the only one 
within my knowledge within the past thi-ce years in which our ^Vmerican reputation has been 
brought to shame, or practically conunercial dishonor. 
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Without going at any length into details of Richardson's disgraceful career, I simply 
mention the fact that he has l^n well known here as the associate of a gang of swindlers and 
thieves, comprising W. F. Caiy, L. C. Passano, J. D. Gilliland, and George Aitken, all of 
whom, I am sorry to say, are Americans, except Ajtken . Warrants for their arrest for various 
crimes have for manv months been in the hands of Mr. Colegrove, the United States mai^al, 
and of Captain Lindberg, the superintendent of municipal police of Shaneen, Canton. 

They are unscrupulous adventurers, with everything to gain and nothing to lose that is 
worth losing. Thev have been guilty of almost every crime, from petiuiy, theft, obtaining 
goods and money by false pretense, embezzlement, and attempted forgery, to swindling 
foreigners and natives. On account of my firm administration of justice they hat« and also 
fear me ; consequently they have fled from Canton and are fugitives from justice. Cary fled 
in disguise several months ago from Canton to Hongkong, and thence to the Straits Settle- 
ments. Richardson, Gilliland, and Passano are in Hongkong, where they are operating in 
concert. Aitken is somewhere in the West River district. McMullen is m Manila. Louis 
Long is serving three months' imprisonment in prison for falsifying the accounts of the 
American Canton-Hankow Railway. In order that you may more thoroughly understand 
the character (or rather the want of it) of Charles E. Richardson, I inclose a photographic 
copy of a letter which, on August 31, 1903, he sent to Dr. Carl Johnson, Unitea States vice- 
consul at Amoy, in which he sought by cajolery and threats to debauch Vice-Consul Johnson. 
In that letter he quotes me seve;'al times, and each statement that he makes is a wicked 
invention. Not one of the remarks he attributes to me were uttered by me, and he never 
had any conversation with me on the subjects noted. He is a foul disgrace. If he had 
known the strict methods followed here of examining Chinese applications for emigration he 
would not have made such palpable mistakes. 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

Robert M. McWade, 
United Stales ConauIrGeneral, 



Exmnrr A. — Statement of Mr. Fung Hung. 

Fung Hung, 33 years of age, of the Pun U district, manager of the shop known as Charles 
E. Richardson & Co., dealers in flour, sugar, and yam, in Hing Loong street. Canton, 
appeared before me this 23d day of November (6th day of the 10th moon) and stated under 
oath as follows: 

The capital of the concern is $16,000, divided between eight partners — all of whom are 
Chinese — and Mr. Richardson is paid to represent us as our agent, receiving $1,000 per 
year, and has no interest whatever in our business. 

I do not know of any other business of Richardson. He told me he had an office in Amoy, 
where Chinese merchants could procure the necessary papers to enable them to enter 
Manila. 

He never sent any Chinese from Canton to Manila, to my knowledge. He never spoke to 
me of sending anyone from here, and if he had done so I would have kno¥m it. 

Mr. Richardson is not a resident of Canton. ^Vhcneve^ there is any business connected 
with the firm he is sent for, and he generally stops at the hotel for a day or so. 

Richardson never told me that he was paying any money or bribe of any kind to the 
United States consul-general, or anyone connected with the United States consulate, and 
our firm never paid any money for this purpose. 

Fung Hung. (Chinese charactera.) 
Ip Lai. (Chinese characters.) 

Signed and sworn to before me, Russell Colegrove, vice-consul-general of the United 
States, this 23d day of November, 1903. 
True copy. 

Russell Colegrove, 
United States Vice-Consul-Oeneral, Canton, China. 



ExHiBFT B. — Mr. McWade to Commissioner of Customs. 

Mabgh 4, 1904. 
R. de Luoa, Esq., 

Commissioner of Customs, Canton, 
Esteemed Sm: Having learned that the bo^ firm of Charles E. Richardson & Co., of 
Canton, are still trading under that style and title and thus defrauding the Imperial reve- 
nues, I have the honor herewith to notify you of the foUowing facts: 

Many months ago Charles E. Richardson formally notified me in writing, and made oath 
before me in person, that he was the sole owner and proprietor and member of the firm of 



212 INSPECTION OF UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE ORIENT. 

Charles E. Richardson & Co., doing a flour and general merchandise trade in Canton and 
its vicinity. He asked me to protect his interest, and I agreed to do so with the express 
stipulation that no evasion was to be attempted on the Chmese laws or the usual customs 
and likin duties, and that he would notify me promptly if any change took place in the 
personnel of the firm. It was not until with the last three months ot 1903 that I learned 
Deyond all question that the said Charles E. Richardson had deliberately perjured himself 
before me and that the alleged firm of Charles E. Richardson & Co., in Canton, whose place 
of business is situated in Hmg Loong street, really consisted of Chinese subjects, who paid 
him $1,000 per year for the fraudiuent use of his name. Those Chinese subjects made 
affidavit to those facts before me, and I instructed them to cease at once doing business 
as Charles E. Richardson & Co. This they promised to do. I now learn that they are 
still conducting and carrying on business in flour and general merchandise and are defraud- 
ing the Imperial revenues under the fraudulent title of Charles E. Richardson & Co. I have 
tl^e honor to suggest that proper legal action be taken against them. Warrants have been 
issued months ago from this consulate-general for the arrest of Charles E. Richardson for 
perjury and other crimes. He is aware of that fact and consequently never comes to Canton , 
out remains in Hongkong, where he is immune from arrest on those charges. 
I am, esteemed sir, your obedient servant, 

Robert M. McWade, 
• United States Consul-OeneraJ. 



Exhibit C. — Mr. McWade to Viceroy Tseu. 

March 4, 1904. 
His Excellency Viceroy TsEu. 

Your Excellency: I have the honor herewith to inclose copy of my communication 
of this date to Hon. R. de Luca, conmiissioner of customs of this port, concerning the exist- 
ence of the fraudulent firm of Charles E. Richardson & Co., in Hing Loong street, Canton^ 
who are defrauding the Imperial revenues through lying pretense that they are an American 
firm. The parties concerned in thus defrauding the Imperial revenue deserve punishment 
both by fine and imprisonment; that, however, is in your own hands and with it I have 
nothing to do. 

Should you desire copies of affidavits noted in my letter to Mr. Luca, the commissioner 
of customs, I wiU be happy to forward them. 

With assurance of profound consideration, I am, excellency, your obedient servant, 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States Consxd-GeneraJ. 



Exhibit D. — Statement of Fung Hung. 

Canton, China, March 19, 1904. 

I am the manager of the Chit Wo firm, consisting of eight partners, to wit: Chin Hang 
On, compredore to the Sperry Flour Company, at Hongkong; Kwong Yan Hang, flour 
dealer of Hongkong; Kwong Chan On, flour dealer of Hongkong: Kwong Wo Loong, flour 
dealer of Hongkong; Yce Hing, flour dealer of Hongkong; Wong Yut Sang, partner of 
the Yee Hing shop, residing at Ping Ti, in the Ham Hoi district; Hing Wo Tung, alias 
Fung Hung; Hing Leun Tong, each owning $1,000 a share. 

The above company has been operated for four years. Within the last two years, for 
the purpose of saving likin duty, we engaged Mr. Charles E. Richardson as our repre- 
sentative at Canton, using the name of Charles E. Richardson & Co. for that purpose, 
paying him the sum of $1,000 a year. 

Before the Chinese New Year we contracted for a thousand bags of flour from him (Rich- 
ardson) and paid him as bargain money the sum of $2,000 on speculation. The flour is 
due to arrive by next fortnight. 

Mr. Richardson has boon in our employ for nineteen months, and wo have already paid 
him, through his compredore, $1,600. Mr. Richardson's compredore in Hongkong is Veung 
Cheuk Hin, who goes around to got business for him (Richardson). 

Besides the flour business, which is done through Mr. Richardson, I also deal in sugar 
and yam, which is done through Cliineso shops in Hongkong, called Shum Hing, Tai Hing, 
and kung Koo. 

Latter part of 11th, Chinese moon, I went down to Hongkong and asked him why he 
informed the United States consul-general that he was the owTier of my shop and business 
when ho was only paid by us to use his name to save the likin duty, and I told him that I 
propos<^ to give up his services, and as the agreement of our finn was in my hands he 
asked me for it, and had it burned in my presence. 
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This happened at his house. No. 19, near the Peak, in Hongkons, his wife being the only 
person i)resent besides Mr. Richardson and myself. I also told mm, through his misrep- 
resentation of our firm, he nearly put us into great trouble. 

Mr. Richardson then said ''my trouble is aU over; you may continue on the business as 
before.'' I therefore did not stop my business, and took his word, working as before, with 
the intention of procuring another foreigner in his place, but did not tell him so. 

(Signed) Name in Chinese. 

Witness: 

A. Schmidt, 

Dejmty Commissioner for Customs. 

Lam Hon Wan, interpreter for United States ConsulrOeneral. 

Sworn and signed before me this 5th day of March, 1904, at the United States consulate- 
general at Canton, China. 

RoBEBT M. McWade, 
United States Consul-General. 



Exhibit E. — Acting Commissioner of Customs to Mr. McWade. 

No. 21.] Custom House, CanUm, 9th March, 1904, 

Sol: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your dispatch of the 4th instant, 
informing me that the firm trading at this i)ort under tne name and stvle of Charles E. 
Richardson & Co. is a bogus firm reidly consisting of Chinese who pay Charles E. Richardson 
the sum of SI ,000 per annum for the fraudulent use of his name ; and in reply to state that 
the receipt of the above intelligence — for which please accept my thanks—has made it 
necessaiT for me to refuse further applications from the said firm and to detain certain 
goods which were being passed through the customs by them, pending investigation by the 
high Chinese authorities — the viceroy and the hoppo — to whom I have report^ the case. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

R. DE LUGA, 

Acting Commissioner of Customs. 
Hon R. McWade, 

United States Consul-Oeneralf Canton. 



ExHiBrr F. — Mr. Colegrove to Mr. McWade. 

March 10, 1904. 
Hon. Robert M. McWade, 

United States Consul-general, Canton. 
Snt: Conforming to your orders, on the 9th of March I visited the shop known as the 
Charles E. Richardson & Co. for the purpose of informing Mr. Richardson that upon his 
filing a bond for the sum of $4,000 goods consigned to him would be released by the customs 
officials. 

I was accompanied by Mr. A. M. P. da Silva, chief clerk and interpreter of this consulate, 
and upon our arrival at the said shop we were informed by the coolies in chaige that both 
Mr. Richardson and his clerk were in Hongkong and there was no one to whom we could 
deliver our message. 

I have the nonor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

Russell Colegrove, 
United Stales Vice-Consul-General. 



ExHiBrr G. — Mr. Colegrove to Mr. McWade. 

Canton, China, March 12, 1904. 
Hon. Robert M. McWade, 

United States Consul-General. 
SiB. FoUowing your instructions of March 11, I again visited the shop claimed by 
Charles E. Richardson to be his place of business. 

My instructions from you were to deliver a letter to Richardson or his agent, informing 
him that upon his filing a bond for the sum of $4,000 in this consulate, or in the custom- 
house, gooos alleged to m consigned to him would be released by the customs officials. 
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I had previously sent a letter to this effect to the shop, which was refused by those in 
chai^. 

On the 11th instant I was accompanied by our chief clerk and interpreter, Mr. da Silva, 
and Mr. Shi Shiu Kwon^, also clerk and interpreter in this consulate. 

Although a sigp bearmg the words "Charles E. Richardson & Co.'' was posted on the 
outside of the building (which had been done since my prior visit on March 9), the inmates 
positively refused to accept the letter addressed to Mr. Richardson or to receive a verbal 
message for him. 

They (those in chaige of the shop) insisted that Richardson was in no way interested in 
the business, and that they did not know his whereabouts, beyond the fact that they sup- 
posed he was in Hon^on^. 

Bein^ imable to find Mr. Richardson, I am holding the letter in question until I can 
asoertam his address. 

I will add that while the inmates of this shop insisted that Richardson was in no way 
interested in the business, I noticed the initials ''C. E. R.'' on numerous bags, and upon 
further inquiry I learned that the shop used Richardson's name for the purpose of evading 
customs duties. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

Russell Coleobove, 
Untied States Vice-Consyl^eneral. 
Sworn to before me. 

Robert M. MoWade, 
ConeuJrOeneral of the United States. 



ExHiBrr H.— jyf r. Da SUva to Mr. McWade. 

Canton, China, March IS, I904I 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

United States ConsulrOeneral, 

Sot: Under your instructions I accompanied the vice-consul-general, Mr. Colegrove, on 
March 11, to tfie shop claimed by Charles £. Richardson as his place of business at Canton. 

Mr. Shi Shiu Kwong also accompanied us and acted as interpreter. After informing the 
people there, who are coohes, that our business was to inform Richardson or his representa- 
tive that upon his filing a bond for the sum of $4,000 either at the consulate or the custom- 
house, goods alleged to have been consigned to him would be released by the customs author- 
ities, and that we wanted to dehver a letter also; the inmates replied that they could not 
take chaige of the letter, and said that Richardson had no representative there, and that 
they had nothing to do with Richardson or his business and did not know his whereabouts. 

On looking around the shop we noticed a number of bags of brown sugar marked * * C. E. 
R," and we asked the men tliere: **If you have nothing to do with Richardson, how is it 
that all these cargoes are marked with Richardson's initials?" They replied that their car- 
goes used Richardson's name for the purpose of passing the customs and lightening the 
dues. 

We noticed a signboard bearing the words ''Chas. E. Richardson & Co." on the outside 
wall of the building, and we questioned the men, ''Who put that signboard there?" because 
the sign was not there when we last called on March 9. The inmates replied that they knew 
nothing about it, and said that Richardson had only a room rented from them in the build- 
ing for his Chinese clerk. 

As we could obtain no information whatever from those people, who also refused to take 
charge of the letter and refused to take our verbal message or instructions for Richardson, 
we leh the place. 

I am, sir, your obedient sen'ant, 

A. DA SlLVA, 

Chief Cleric United States ConsxdaU. 
Sworn to before me this 19th day of March, 1904. 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States Consul-General. 
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Exhibit 1,—Shi Shut Kwong to Mr. McWade, 

Canton, China, March i^, 1904. 
Hon. R. M. MoWade, 

United Stales ConsuL-Qeneral, 
Sib: Under ^our orders I accompanied the viceH^onsul-general, Mr, Cole^ve, and chief 
clerk, Mr. da Silva, on March 11, to the shop claimed by Mr. Charles £. Richardson as his 
place of business in Canton. 

When we reached there I acted as interpreter, and Mr. Colegrove asked me to say that 
we would (like to know) where Mr. Richardson was, and teU him or his representative that 
if Richardson would file a bond of $4,000 in the United States consulate-general or the 
custom-house, goods alleged to be consigned to him would be released by the custom 6S&- 
dais, and the next thing we wanted was to ddiver a letter (whidi was m Mr. Colegrove's 
hand) to him. The people replied that they can not take chai^ of the letter, for they did 
not Imow Richardson's addr^, and that Richardson had no representative there. They 
also insisted that Richardson was in no way connected with theu* business at all. 

YTliile the above questions were finished we prepared to go, but on looking at both sides 
of the shop we noticed that there was a number of bags muked ''C. E. R.'' Then I was 
again reauested by Mr. Colegrove to question them, and they replied that these bags only 
used Richardson's name in order to pass the customs in the way of lightening the duties. 
I recollect also that when at the door a signboard marked thus, "duts. E. Richardson & 
Co." caught our sight, and we at once a^ain questioned the men. They replied that they 
knew nothing about that signboard and that Mr. Richardson only rented from them a 
room in their shop as office. As soon as this was finished, and we obtained no information 
from them, we left the place. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

Sm Shui Kwono. 
Sworn to before me this 14th day of March, 1904. 

RoBEBT M. MoWadb, 
United States Constd-Oenerd. 



ExHiBFT J.— Ifr. McWade to Chas. E. Richardson <k Co. 

Mabch 16, 1904. 
Chas. E. Richabdson & Co., 

In care of United States Consulate-General, Hongkong. 
SiBs: Repeated efforts have been fruitlessly made by United States employees to find 
you at your alleged business address in Canton, for the purpose of notifying you that on 
entering up a satisfactory bond for $4,000 gold, either with tne commissioner of the Impe- 
rial maritime customs at Canton or at this consulate-general, the cargo claimed by you to 
belong to the alleged firmT)f Charles E. Richardson & Co. wUl be released, pending action 
by the Chinese authorities, and the few papers and one account book turned over volun- 
tarily by Fung Hung will be handed to you. None of the parties found at your alleged 
business addr^ in Canton would receive any such notification for you. They al>solutely 
refused to do so. 

I am, sirs, your obedient servant, 

RoBEBT M. McWade, 
United States Consul-General. 



Exhibit K. — Dispatch from 11. E. Tseu, Viceroy ofthe Two Kwangs, to Hon. Consid-General 

Robert M. McWade. 

Your Honor: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 18th day, Ist moon, 
regarding the fraudulent firm in Hing Loong street, having under false pretenses used the 
name of Chas. E. Richardson & Co., for the purpose of defrauding the Chinese Government 
taxes, etc., contents of which have my attention. I am exceedingly gi*atified to note that 
in the present case your honor has done your duty in your usual straightforward manner. 
In reference to this sort of cases, instructions had already been given to strictly forbid any 
Chinese from falsely using any foreigner's name as a foreign firm. 

As your honor has already found out that the said Richardson's firm of Hing Loonff 
street is solely owned by Chinese merchants and that the said Richardson had recAur^ 
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money for their protection, which is a case of conspiracy with the Chinese to do evil, the 
parties concerned, who have already abused the law, should be severely dealt with and 
punished as a warning against future perpetrators. 

I have instructed the Nam Hoi magistrate to have the said firm sealed up and to have all 
the jjartners, managers, and others concerned in the business arrested, plainly investigated, 
and then to make a report to me before dealing with all of them. 

1 have also requested the commissioner of customs at Canton to submit the whole mat- 
ter with regard to the said Richardson's conspiracy with the native merchants who have 
bribed him for using his name in doing evils, for the consideration of H. E. the hoppo: 
the latter official will accordingly communicate with your honor to have the said Richard- 
Bonpunished in accordance with the provisions of the treaty. 

with reference to the alleged deposition made by the defendant, witnessed by the deputy 
commissioner of customs, I shall deem it a great favor if you will kindly send me a copy of it. 

29th day, 1st moon, 30th yr K. S. (March 15, 1904). 



Exhibit L.—Chas. E. Richardson & Co. to Mr. McWade. 

HoHGKONG, March 18, 1904- 

Sir: Through certain instructions, we hereby make a formal demand on you for the fol- 
lowing two items: 

First. The release of 20 bales of cotton yam, per S. S. YtJig King, 13 bales of cotton yam 
per S. S. Kwang Tung, and 2 bales of cotton yam per S. S. San Cheung. 

These 35 bales of cotton yam were detained by the Canton custom-house because of an 
official letter from you, stating we were a bogus firm. I here%^ enter a denial to this. 

Second. We also hereby m^e a formal demand for one ''Chit book," and one Chinese 
account book, which were taken from our office in Hing Loong Kai, Canton, without war- 
rant by your clerk, Mr. da Silva. 

I also am desirous of a letter from you stating that you have withdrawn from the custom- 
house at Canton, the statement that Chas. E. Richardson & Co. are a bogus firm. 

I send this letter and formal demand by the hand of a friend, Mr. Yung Fun Che. 

If you release this cai^ on perusal of this, kindly hand him (Fun Che) the order; if you 
refuse to do so, kindly hand him a letter so stating the refusal. 

I wish Mr. Fun Che to return promptly, and would ask your immediate action. I think 
your calm consideration since your action will show you that you made a slight error. 
We are, sir, your obedient servants, 

Cjia». E. RicH.vRDSOx & Co. 

Hon. R. M. McWade, 

United States Consul-General, Canton. 



ExHiBrr M. — Mr. Conger to Mr. Smith. 

Con. No. 532.] Legation of the United States of America, 

Peking, China, December 18, 1899, 
Hubbard T. Smffh, Esq., 

United States Vice-Consul, Canton. 
Sm: The attention of this legation having been called by the Chinese Government to the 
illegal and fraudulent use of foreign hong names by Chinese in order that thev may avoid 
the payment of likin duties or for other reasons, you are requested to warn tfie American 
merchants living within your consular jurisdiction that such practices can not but be dam- 
a^g to their good reputation here, and that they will not have the support or sympathy of 
either the Government or the legation in such evil practices, and that they should not give 
permission to the fraudulent use of their names in any business or practice whatever. 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

E. H. Conger. 
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Mr. McWadt to Governor-General, Manila, 

Consulate-General of the United States, 

CanUm, China, March 25, 1904. 
Hon. Luke E. Wright, 

Governor-General, Manila, P. I. 

Esteemed Sir: I inclose for your information and that of your Attorney-General copies 
of my dispatch to the State Efepartment, dated March 25, 1904, concerning Charles E. 
Richardson and his boeus firm at Canton. 

In addition to his oUier crimes of conspiracy to defraud the United States customs at 
Manila and elsewhere, his criminal record now includes perjury, subornation of perjury, 
defrauding the Imperial Chinese Government, and conspiracy to defraud the Imperial 
Chinese Government. 

Richardson's threat, in his letter dated March 19, 1904, one of the inclosures recalls 
William M. Evarts's anecdote about a bui^glar who called on him to learn if, through any 
technicality he could continue his "profession" without legal molestation. **I can think 
of only one I can recommend at the moment," answered mt. Evarts. ** Suppose you try 
the district-attorney." 

Some days a^o I mstructed Mr. Russell Colegrove, our vice-consul-general, to place him- 
self in conmiunication with your attomey-eeneral, or other prosecuting Government oflBcer, 
and to offer himself as a witness in the disgraceful cases in which Richardson has been 
mixed up, and which, I understand, are likely to be tried again in the courts of Manila. If 
there is any other way that you can indicate in whieh I, or any other consular employee in 
Canton can be useful in the mterests of justice and of the service, I will be most grateful to 
you for the suggestion. And from what you have seen of me, I feel convinced that you will 
beUeve in my prompt action thereon. 

In conclusion, I have the honor to add the idea which just occurs to me that, doubtless, 
sentlemen can be found in Manila who are conversant with the reputation there of John D. 
Uillilan, one of Richardson's partners in crime. It is a matter of regret that I and others in 
Canton were so greatly deceived by Gillilan's lying professions of wealth and valuable 
timber interests in Borneo. 

I thank you heartily for your unvar^ring courtesy and thoughtful consideration, which I 
will long hold in grateful appreciation. 

I am, esteemed sir, your obedient servant, Robert M. McWade, 

United Statts Consul-General. 



Mr. McWade to Department of State. 

359.] Canton, China, March 25, 1904. 

Francis B. Loom is. 

In further continuance of my No. 357, dated March 17, 1904, regarding the bogus firm 
of Charles E. Richardson & Co., I have the honor to report as follows: 

On the afternoon of March 21 , 1904, 1 received a letter dated March 19, 1904, from Charles 
E. Richardson, in which he declined " to put up a bond for $4,000 gold for cargo valued at a 
little over $4,000 silver." He also "declinea to put up a bond so long as you (I) have 
anything to do with the case." The remainder of his letter is characteristic, and I com- 
mend it to your grave consideration. Letter inclosed marked ** Exhibit A." 

Ascertaining on inquiry of the customs officials that the cai^o in question was valued at a 
little over $5,000 Mexican, I wrote to Charles E. Richardson on March 22, 1904, informing 
him of my willingness to accept a satisfactory bond that would cover the value of the 
cargo. Letter inclosed marked "Exhibit B." I have received no reply to that com- 
munication. 

In order that there may be no doubt in your mind of the reputation of Charles E. Rich- 
ardson's associate, John D. Gillilan, I requested Capt. Charles W. Meade, engineer- in-chief of 
the American Canton-Hankow Railway to write a formal letter certifying his knowledge of 
the said Gillilan. He courteously consented to do so, and I inclose his official communica- 
tion, m&rked " Exhibit C," which stigmatizes Gillilan as a confidence man and swindler. I 
should add that before Gillilan's character was exposed here he posed in Canton and Hon^ 
kong as a wealthy timber merchant, having immense and valuable timber concessions m 
Borneo. His representations found credence in both cities until evidence began to crop 
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up of his having swindled Mr. George L&mbert and others. He disappeared from Canton, 
fearing arrest at my hands, and he has been and is the intimate associate of Charles £. 
Richardson. Both of them are shrewd, imscrupulous men, who would not hesitate at 
penury or any other crime to carry out their designs. 

I have the honor to add that the high Chinese authorities are publicly investigating the 
bogus firm of Charles E. Richardson & Co. The details of that investigation will be fur- 
nished to me by the officials when evidence is all in and I will promptly send you a copy 
thereof. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, Robert M. MoWade, 

United States CansvJrOeneral. 



Exhibit A.— Okas. E, Richardson cfc Co. to Mr. McWade, 

[Hammond Milling Co., of Seattle, merchant millers. Branches at Hongkong, Canton, and Amoy. 

Charles E. Richardson, agent.] 

Hongkong, March 19, 1904- 
Robert M. McWade, 

United States Consvl-Oeneral, Canton. 

Sm: Yours of 16th at hand yesterday. 

I decline to put up a bond for $4,000 gold for cargo valued at a little over $4,000 silver. 
Also, I decline to put up a bond as long as you must have anything to do with the case. 

Regarding the use of the word "alleged" by you in the letter acknowledged, I would 
advise you to be cautious in your use ofsame. 

As the Nam Hoi Yuen has closed my office in Hing Loong Eai, I desire to know by whoae 
orders, and if by yours or bv your information, I desire hereby in behalf of Mr. Charles £. 
Richardson & do. and myseu , to notify you that I hold you personally responsible for dam- 
ages for loss of business, damage of business prestige, and damages tor detenticm of caigo 
and other expenses. 

I leave in a few days for Peking to see your superior, the United States minister, as I 
have been instructed to do so. As I take with me proofs and books and invoices of my 
business in Canton, as transacted from here, and all sworn and certified to before the United 
States consul-general here, I would advise you to send the paltry scrapings you have to 
the United States minister there. 

Further, in a day or two, a former friend of yours leaves here, and among his effects are 
some choice materials in the shape of affidavits, some of which affidavits and proofs you 
have never thought of as existing. Besides this, some papers of Mr. da Silva's. These go 
before Senator Foraker and some of the New York papers. Excellent campaign stuff. 

Besides this, on the Tremont, which sails in a few days, is one of the stockholders of the 
above concera. Mr. A. B. Hammond is a twenty millionaire. He ownes mines, railways, 
banks, sawmills, flour mills, race horses, and forms one of the political factions of Montana. 
My principal will thus inform the Senators of Oregon and Wasliington and Montana of your 
actions. 

The higher you build your castle, the greater will be its fall. 

If you wish to release the cargo, it will stop the expense of my trip and will detain the rest 
of the stufT: also you must restore my shop to me, the papers you seized (not voluntarily 
given), although they are of no value, and the account booKs does not deal with my affairs. 
Also, you must give me a letter stating you will give me full protection in the future, and 
to all my interests. If this is not in accord with your ideas, we will both fi^t each other. 
I have right and justice and the law on my side, and you have a momentuily tyrannical 
power and which you can avail yourself of so long as it is of avail. 
Yours, etc., 

CuAs. £. Richardson, 
For CiiAs. E. Richardson & Co. 

The stockholder is Mr. M . Goldsmith, of Portland. Mr. Goldsmith is son of B. Goldsmith, 
of Portland, Oreg., and your friend Mr. Perkins can tell you about his family. 



INSPECTION OF UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE ORIENT. 219 

Exhibit B.—Mr. McWade to CharUs E. Richardson. 

Consulate General of the United States, 

Canton, China, March 22, 190J^ 
Chas. E. Richabdson, Esq., 

In care of U. S. Conaul-General, Hongkong. 
Snt: I reoeiTed on March 21, 1904, ^our courteous communication dated March 19, 1904* 
I am unaware of the value of the consignment of yams, etc., in the hands of the authorities^ 
and am quite willing to accept a satisfactory bond equal in value to the seized goods. 
I am, sir, your obedient servant. 

United States ConsulrGenerdl* 



Exhibit Q.—Mr. Meade to Mr. McWade. 

Imperial Chinese Railway Administration, 

Canton-Hankow Railway, 

Canton, China, March 23, 190^. 
Dear Sir: In answer to your inquirv regarding my knowledge of one John D. Gillilan^ 
I will state that although not intimately acquainted with him, I first met him about four 
years ago in Manila, and have known him in a desultory way ezer since, and although from 
my personal knowledge I do not know much about him, I can sav that he has a very bad 
reputation. He is considered an all-around confidence man, bilk, general deadbeat, and 
pimp. This is the eeneral reputation of the man so far as I know it in Manila, and from 
what little personal knowledge I have of the man I believe he deserves this reputation. 
Very respectfully, C. W. Meade, 

Engineer-^nrChief. 
Hon. Robert M. McWade, 

United Stales ConsulrOeneral, Canton, 



f * ' Charles E. Richardson to Doctor Johnson. 

[T. M. Stevens & Co., general import and export merchants, Hongkong, Canto i, and Amov, New 
York, and Portland. Greg. Cable address: Stefel. Codes used: A. 1., A. B.C., 4th ed. Leber's 
Stanoard. Southard's Lumber. Charles E. Ri?hard8on, ag«?nt.] 

Private and confidential.] 

Hongkong, Augtist 31, 1903. 

My Dear Doctor: I wish to have a pen talk with vou which no one else knows of. When 
I do these thinss I do not teU other people, but sink it into oblivion. 

Mr. Miller, who is here, tells me you have refused to vis^ as many as you pass and that 
some of the parties were truly entitled to pass. He also explained to me your new refer- 
ence system, which I approve of, and a somewhat similar one exists at Canton. 

Now, I can not say I like all these turn backs. I have discussed this question of vis6 
thoroughly with Mr. McWade, and you are quite too particular and without cause. You 
can not set up an arbitrary ruling from your own judgment. The law says you must 
investigate, but the only investigation you can do is to have a set of questions to ask the 
man, and if his testimony is correct you are bound to vis^. 

In fact, the Canton consul-general told me that if the hoppo sent him a dispatch with a 
certificate and the man answered the questions set forth m the passport that he would 
always vis^. He said it was a matter of treaty right, and for trade and other interests he 
would not refuse. 

Of course I know the object of your refusal and I am content with what has been done, 
but it is almost enough, except where the facts stick all over like a mop. Then act. 

But if it keeps up all the tune then I will do something like this, mind you — always in a 
friendly spirit, too: I will have the taotai write you an official dispatch covering each 
certificate, and if the party is turned down will have the taotai ask for a reason. On your 
answer I wiU have him protest, and armed with the protest and data I will appeal to the 
consul-general at Canton. It will be my relief, and I am sure that I would wm. 

Now, Doctor, take my tip. We aU like to make money, and durinj^ the coming year or 
two you make as much as you can. Besides all this, in the coming tune I may be able to 
do you a pohtical favor of great importance to you. 
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Surely you do not need to be more careful than Canton does. I want you to be careful 
and jet reasonable. I have no turn backs there. If the man answers every question, 
who IS there to say he lies? Besides this, this is the authority of the Manila custom-house. 
If they see fit to land them, well and good. If not, they also can not be arbitrary. They 
must observe the treaty and live within it. The Manila authorities would crush the law- 
yers if they could, but they could not. 

In discussing trouble with detectives, the Canton' consul-general told me that it was non- 
sense. He says if I will only tell him their names and when they are spying he will lock 
them up if they can not show authority from State Department; and ne says he would 
lock up Shuster if he came to Canton meddling without State Department authority. He 
says he won't tolerate it, and the inference of support to you was given. 

Now, Doctor, you and I are business men, so we can talk freely to one another. I knew 
if I asked Mr. B. to speak to you about it he would be afraid to. JBesides, this secret knowl- 
edge is best; and so now you and I know of this and no one else. I will always help you, 
and perhaps I know a few things about movements. Make all the money you can. 

I am withdrawing Mr. HerzSerg from Canton, and it looks like Canton will send many 
more than you. I believe you don't like him, and now that he is coached* I can use him 
here. If you will inform me what you like and dislike I will do anything I can to meet 
your desires. If you will tell me these things then I can act. 

When next I come to Amov I will show you a letter from Secretary Hay instructing all 
diplomatic officers and consular officers in China to assist me to further my business and 
anord me every convenience to meet Chinese officials. I am woridn^ ahead on further 
Amoy and Foochow business. I think I will open an European office in Foochow soon. 
With best regards, yours, sincerely, 

Chas. E. Richardson. 



Cautoii, Exhibit O. 

Acting commissioner of customs to Charles E. Richardson. 

No. 32.] Custom-House, Canton, 9 March, 190^. 

Charles E. Richardson, Hongkong. 

Sir: In reply to 3rour letter of yesterday's date, I may inform you that action has been 
taken by this office in detaining goods applied for by Charles E. Richardson & Co., in con- 
semience of an official written communication from the United States consul-general, Mr. 
McWade, to the effect that the firm doing business at this port as Charles E. Richardson 
& Co. is a bogus firm of Chinese trading under your name and style, with whom you are 
connected merely as receiving an annual subsidy for lending the said name and style. 
Beyond supplying you with this information, I have only to refer you to your own consular 
authorities. 

Yours, faithfully, R. de Luga, 

Acting Commissioner of Customs. 



Cuiitoii, Exhibit N. 

Acting commissioner of customs to Charles E. Richardson. 

No. 37.] Custom-house, Canton, 28th Mardk, 1904- 

To Charles E. Richardson, Esq., Hongkong. 

Sir: In reply to your communication of the 25th instant, offering, under conditions, to 
file a bond for certain cargo applied for by the firm of Charles E. Richardson & Co., and 
detained by this office, I have to state that I am not prepared to accept a bond from you 
for cargo imported by a firm of which your consul has formally notified me that vou are 
not a member nor connected with in other than an illegal manner. Further, it (foes not 
rest with me to inquire into or c^uestion the right of the United States consul-general to 
take steps he has seen fit to take m this connection via-a-vis yourself, an American citizen. 
Yours, faithfully, 

R. de Luca, 
Acting Commissioner of Customs. 
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€aiitoiu Exhibit P. 

Mr. Cheshire to Department of Stale. 

Hongkong, Sfpiemher 2, 1904. 
Hon. Francis B. Loomis, 

Assistant Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 

Sir: I have the honor to submit herewith my report on the Richardson smu^ling case. 

Acting under telegraphic instructions from the Hon. H. H. D. Peirre, Third Assistant 
Secretary of State, as under: 

"Cheshire, American Consul, Nanking. 

"Confidential. Go to Canton, make thorough investigation Richardson smugglingcase. 
First visit Bragg, then Richardson; learn all they know; then see viceroy, and lastly McWade. 
Report fully and promptly by mail. Davidson relieves you. 

Peirce." 

I left Nanking on the 1st August and reached Hongkong on the 9th idem. I at once 
had an interview with General Bragg, United States consul-general, Hongkong, and talked 
with him about the case. He informed me that he had never heard of a charge of smuggling 
having been brought against Mr. C. E. Richardson, or his firm, and could not give me any 
information. The views of General Bragg are embodied in his letter dated August 10, a 
copy of which I inclose. (See inclosure 1.) 

My next step was to see Mr. Richardson and learn from him all he knew of the affair. 
After waiting two days I at last found Mr. Richardson, and requested him to give me a con- 
cise and full statement of the alleged case. He expressed surprise that he haabeen charged 
with smuggling and beheved it to be the result of the action taken by Mr. Consul-General 
McWade, who requested the acting commissioner of customs at Canton to detain a certain 
quantity of cotton yam shipped by him from Hongkong to Canton, on which all legal duties 
had been paid. He also inrormed me that Mr. McWade had foreed one Fung Hung, an 
assistant in his employ, to sign a paper which was entirely void of truth, and which waspre- 
pared, he beheved, at the United States consulate at Canton. He understood that Fung 
Hung at first refused to si^ the paper and endeavored to leave the consulate, but was 
brought back bj Mr. da Silva, clerk in the consulate, and Mr. Lum, the interpreter. I 
informed Mr. Richardson that I would like to examine Fung Hung personally in Chinese. 
This I did later, and his statement will be found in inclosure No. 2, herewith inclosed. 

Mr. Richardson claimed that he had been doing a legitimate business at Canton under a 
copartnership with certain Chinese, and that there has never been any complaints made 
against the nrm with which he was connected of doing an irregular busmess. The articles 
of copartnership I herewith inclose (inclosure No. 3) relative to the firm doing business 
under the name and style of Chit Wo, and which show Mr. Richardson's interest therein 
to be $5,200, one-half of the entire capital of $10,400, divided among four partners. The 
other firm, Fau Cheun, consisting of five partners, was doing business with a capital of 
SfiOO Canton taels. Articles of copartnership herewith inclosed (inclosure No. 4). This 
firm sold its entire business and good will to Mr. Richardson's firm on the 6th day of the 
6th moon of the 29th year of Kuanghsu, as will be seen by a document subscribed by the 
retiring partners. (See inclosure No. 4A.) 

These documents or partnership papers relating to the interests of Mr. Richardson in 
the two firms support the allegations made by him in his affidavit. (See inclosure No. 5.) 

I inclose copies of the original books with translations showing a statement of the profit 
and loss accounts of the Chit Wo firm for the past two yeiirs, according to Chinese calendar. 
(See inclosures Nos. 6 and 7.) 

These are the only books I have been able to obtain from Mr. Richardson, as the other 
books having reference to the business transacted by the two firms were seized by the 
Chinese authorities at Canton. 

I was anxious to see and examine myself the various Chinese merchants who were con- 
nected with Mr. Richardson in business before I started for Canton, but this I was unable 
to do, as their whereabouts was not at the time known. I decided, therefore, to leave this 
part of the investigation until I returned from Canton. 

I arrived in Canton on the 16th August. The viceroy, unfortunately, was in the Prov- 
ince of Kuang Si trying to suppress the rebeUion there, and I was obliged, therefore, to 
carry on my investigation, so far as the Chinese authorities were concerned, with the pro- 
vincial treasurer, who represents the viceroy, and with the taotais of the foreign office, and 
secretaries? of the viceroy, Messrs. Wan and Kao, as will appear hereunder. 

I called on Mr. R. A. de Luca, acting commissioner of customs at Canton, to ascertain 
the reason of the detention of 33 bales of cotton yam imported by C. E. Richardson & Co. 
in March last. He informed me that the goods were detained by him, as acting commis- 
sioner of customs, at the instance of Mr. McWade, United States consul-general, who 
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requested him officially to do so, alleging that the said firm of C. E. Richardson & Co. was 
B, bogus American firm — in reality, was Chinese, Mr. Richardson receiving a money com- 
pensation from certain Chinese for the use of his name. Mr. de Luca further remarkeid that 
he had no knowledge personally of Mr. Richardson's business methods, and had no eyidenoe 
•of his being engaged m smuggling or had ever attempted the evasion of payment of any 
l^al duties. 

The yam detained was subject to the order of the high Chinese authorities. 

At an interview I had with Mr. Consul-General McWade I explained to him the object 
•of my mission. He had already been informed by the Department that I had full authority 
to investigate the so-called "Richardson smuggling case." 

Before proceeding further I may here mention that in order to save time I decided to 
interview Mr. McWade before meeting the Chinese authorities, as Mr. Wan Tsung-yao, the 
secretary and practically the right-hand man of the viceroy, was in Hongkong on my 
Arrival m Canton, and it was not known when he would return. He returned to Canton, 
however, shortly after my arrival there. 

I told Mr. McWade that I wanted him to present to me a full and complete statement of 
the part he had taken in the case in question, and to confine himself to a statement of facts 
only as they substantially exist. He seemed very bitter against Mr. Richardson, whom he 
regarded as a perjurer and whose word was not worthy of credence. He accused Mr. Rioh- 
arason, as he has admitted in writing, of selling his name to Chinese for a money oompenatr 
tion; that when Mr. Richardson registered his firm in the Canton consulate on July 9, 1902, 
as C. £. Richardson & Co., he represented that he was the sole partner, doing business under 
that name and style, but he (Mr. Richardson) refused to give him. any information as to the 
nature of his business, capital, or to let him see any books or papers connected with his busi- 
ness. Mr. McWade referred to 23 books which the Nan Hoi magistrate had seized, showing 
that the business of the firms Chit Wo and Fau Chuen were purely Qiinese. 

I explained to Mr. McWade that I had seen articles of partnership of Mr. Richardson with 
•certain Chinese who were enga^d in business under the above Cninese names and styles, 
and the documents appeared to be drawn up in due and regular form. Mr. McWade did not 
believe in the partnership, and said that Mr. Richardson was capable of doing any ille^ act. 
He referred to the statement made by one Fung Hung, which was sworn to before hmi ofB- 
cially as United States consul-general in the presence of witnesses, one being the deputy 
commissioner of customs at Canton, Mr. Schmidt. 

Mr. Funs: Hang's statement showed that the firm of C. £. Richardson & Co. was bogus, 
and that Mr. Richardson received for the use of his name $1,000 per annum. 

I explained to Mr. McWade that as Mr. Richardson had told me in Hongkong that the 
statement of Fimg Hung was false, and that it had been made by him under pressure from 
those in his office, I had examined him personally in Chinese and found that ne denied the 
truth of every statement made in it excepting one which referred to certainparties in Hong- 
kong from whom purchases of merchandise were made; that he (Fung Hung) started to 
leave the consulate without signing the statement; which was written in English by the 
interpreter, but was brought back by Mr. da Silva and the interpreter, the former thr^ten- 
ing him with arrest and punishment if he did not sign it; that he was requested by Mr. Mc- 
Wade to hold up liis hand and be sworn, and that he dipped his thumb and middle finger in 
ink and made an impression on the written statement, which he signed "Fung Hung" in 
Chinese. 

Mr. McWade expressed surprise that Fung Hung should have made such a statement 
before me in the face of the previous one, which he declared was made voluntarily. 

Mr. McWade also referred to the statement of one Chim Fai at the Nan Hoi magistrates', 
which practically corroborated everything Fung Hung had said about the firm of C. E. Rich- 
ardson & Co. bem^ paid by the Fau Chuen and Chit Wo firms for the use of their name, and, 
further, of the Mei Lee firm (C. E. Richardson & Co.) paying the customs dues on imports. 

I had several interviews with Mr. McWade, who freely admitted that he had taken the 
initiative in closing up the business firms with which Mr. Richardson alleges he was interested. 

I transmit herewith a list of documents, etc. (see inclosure No. 8), manced Exhibits A to Z, 
with inclosures sent to Minister Conger with dispatch marked "Exhibit P," which gives a 
history of the case, handed me by Mr. McWade. 

I also inclose further papers, being affidavits, etc., in re the case in question. (Inclosure 
No. 9.) 

I shall make some comments on Mr. Mc Wade's affidavit No. 1 before closing this report. 

I had an interview with Mi-. Wan Tsung-yao, a taotai by rank, and secretary to his excel- 
lency the viceroy. I conversed with him about the case, and inquired as to the evidence the 
Chinese authorities had of Mr. Richardson being engaged in smuggling. Mr. Wan said that 
he knew nothing of a direct charge of smuggliiig having been preferred against Mr. Richard- 
son, but that the busine^ of the Chinese firms, Fau Chuen and Chit Wo, were being conducted 
under his name, which enabled them to transact their buisness without payinglikin duties 
which were imposed on Chinese merchants; that foreigners, on the one hand, were not obliged 
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to pay any likin tax on their foreign goods, while Chinese, on the other hand, were subjected 
to the pajment of such tax. Thus the use of Mr. Richardson's name implied the evasion of 
Ukin duties, which was practically the same as smuggling; that these Chinese firms were get- 
ting an advantage indirectly which they could not obtain directly, and that the use of the 
names of foreigners in connection with the business of Chinese firms was increasing, and the 
CSiinese authorities were doing their best to stop the practice. He referred to the evidence 
of Chun Fai, of the Fau Chuen firm, who was arrested by the magistrate of the Nan Hoi dis- 
trict. The man was not tortured, but was allowed to answer the questions put to him in his 
own way. His statement showed that the business of the Fau Chuen firm was conducted by 
Mr. Richardson in so far as the payment of duties were concerned, and who received a money 
compensation for the use of his name. Of the 23 books seized by the magistrate only one 
had reference to the Mei Lee, or Richardson firm, which contained accounts and items of 
expenditure of said firm. Mr. Wan further told me that he would give me an opportunity 
to inspect these books; that they were in the viceroy's yamen. I requested Mr. Wan to 
arran^ for an interview with the provincial treasurer, who represents the viceroy and is 
practically at the head of forei^ affairs in Canton. This was arranged for the 21st August. 

At the interview Mr. Taotai Kao, one of the viceroy's secretaries and a member or the 
board of foreign affairs, was present. After the usual formalities attending official visits on 
Chinese officers were over, I informed the provincial treaurer of the object of my mission to 
Canton, and expressed the hope that he would tell me frankly all he knew about the case. 
He spoke at some length about Chinese merchants doing business under the assumed names 
of foreigners by paying them a money compensation. This illegal practice enabled Chinese 
firms to import foreign goods in the name of foreigners, who paid the import duties leviable, 
and then turned them over to the Chinese owners, who sold tnem ris belonging to foreigners, 
thereby evading the payment o^ the likin taxes which the provincial authorities collected on 
Chinese-owned n<ercnandi-»«\ 

I produced the Chinese articles of copartnership of the firms of Chit Wo and Fau Chuen, 
handed me hy Mr. Richardson, for his examination. 

After examining the papers, both the provincial treasurer and Taotai Kao stated that 
they did not prove anytning; that they merely stated that Mr. Richardson and certain Chi- 
nese were partners in certain companies, and that anybody could draw up such documents, 
and particularly when the name of a foreigner was used in connection witli Chinese business 
firms. I took exception to this ruling and pointed out that I believed the articles of part- 
nership to be bona fide, and that they should be taken as sufficient prima facie evidence to 
prove that Mr. Richardson and certain Chinese were jointly interested as partners for the 
purpose of carrjinjg on lawful business, and that they showed there was a community of 
mterest in the capital stock and a community of interest or participation in the profits and 
losses of the business. The provincial treasurer inquired if these copartnership papers had 
been registered at the United States consulate general, to which I replied they nad not, but 
that the firm of C. E. Richardson & Co. had been registered at the consulate. Mr. Richard- 
son had his own firm (C. E. Richardson & Co.) as well as an interest in the other firms Chit 
Wo and Fau Chuen. Mr. Taotai Kao remarked that on the viceroy learning from Mr. 
Consul McWade that the firm of C. E. Richardson & Co. was a bogus firm, he instituted an 
investigation in order to ascertain the status of the Chinese firms in question, and he was 
convinced that the business conducted by them was irregular, the name of the American 
being used merely to enable them to evade the payment of likin taxes. I replied that it 
appeared strange that Mr. Richardson had been engaged in business with these Chinese for 
aoout two years in Canton and no complaint had ever been lodged against him. The pro- 
vincial treasurer explained that the high Chinese authorities had no Imowledge of the char- 
acter of the firms until the matter was brought to their notice by Mr. Consul-General Mc- 
Wade, and that the business of bogus foreign firms in Canton was carried on in such a 
clever manner as to prevent the high Chinese authorities knowing anything about them. 
The provincial government, he added, had suffered a loss of likin on the volume of business 
^ carried on by these Chinese firms, in Mr. Richardson's name, since they commenced to use 
his name and style. 

Granting, for ai^ument sake, that the partnership was partly Chinese and partly Ameri- 
can, still the likin leviable should have been paid pro rata on the Chinese interest mvolved. 

Reference was made to the evidence of one Chen Fai of the Fau Chuen firm and of Fung 
Hung, which together with certain statements in the Mei Lee account book which showed 
that Mr. Richardson had received money for covering Chinese merchants, are ample to 
prove his illegal procedure. 

Both the provmcial treasurer and Taotai Kao were desirous of doing what was ri^ht and 
iust in the matter, but in the face of the evidence submitted they failed to see what interest 
Mr. Richardson had in the matter. 

Why didn't the Chinese partners in these firms, if they had been conducting a legal, 
straightforward business, come forward and appeal to the Chinese authorities? No, the 
only person who has protested is Mr. Richardson. These officers were positively certain 
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that Mr. Richardson's entire interest at stake was the money he received for covering these 
Chinese firms in their illegal business in spite of the partnership papers. 

The provincial treasurer stated that he would address me officially in the matter. 

Before leaving I explained to the provincial treasurer that the United States Govern- 
ment would not sanction in any way the illegal practice referred to, and no protection 
would be extended to those connected with it. 

The next day the provincial treasurer sent me an official note, a translation of which I 
inclose. (See Inclosure No. 10.) 

As promised, Mr. Taotai Wan of the foreign office called to see me and brought with him 
a lot of the Chinese account books showing the business transacted by the two firms, Chit Wo 
and Fau Chuen. I examined them and found that they mostly contained accounts of the 
commercial dealings of those firms. Mr. Wan also brought with him a signboard bearing 
the name of *' Denroche & Coy., American merchants," which was found hangingin the Fau 
Chuen shop when the coolie, Chen Fai, was arrested and who testified that AlryRichardson 
was not a partner in the firm. 

I may here state that this Denroche used to be connected with the Fau Chuen finn. 

Mr. Wan pointed out extracts from a book of the Mei Ivee finu (C. E. Richardson & Co.), 
showing that various items had been paid to Mr. Richardson as commission from various 
Chinese firms which he considered prima facie evidence that Mr. Richardson was covering 
those Chinese firms: if the contrary, why should he receive a money compensation from 
them? 

I inclose translation of these extracts. (See Inclosure No. 11.) 

Mr. Wan further stated that Mr. Richardson only had a desk in the Fau Chuen firm and 
that he was seldom in Canton, the business being conducted there by Chinese in the two 
firms. 

With a view of ascertaining the truth of the statements made by Fung Hung, sworn to 
before Mr. Consul-General McWade on the 5th of March, " that he knew nothing of the 
contents of the affidavit he made," I called to see Mr. Schmidt, a deputy commissioner of 
customs at Canton, who witnessed Fung Hung's signature, and he declared that before Hung 
Fung signed the paper the c<>ntents were reaid to him in English and translat-ed to him in 
Chinese; that he was sure the man knew the purport of the document. 

Mr. Schmidt further stated that it was merely by chance he happened to be at the consu- 
late ^neraPs at the time, as he was making a social call on Mr. McWade, who requested him 
to witness Fung Hung's si^ature. 

Mr. Schmidt being a disinterested party, hb statement I regard as disposing of the ques- 
tion raised by Fung Hung that he signed the statement without knowing its contents. 

On ray return to Hongkong I had an inter\'iew with a Chinaman named Chiu Hang-on, 
conipradore to the Sperry Flour Company. 

I quastioned him as to the articles of partnership of the Chit Wo finn, he being one of the 
partners ov^ming two shares. He informed me that the partnership consisted of Mei Lee 
(C. E. Richardson & C/O.), four shares, himself two shares, and the nmi of Fung Hung Wo 
Fang and Fung Hung Lin Tang, each one share, making in all eight shares. The shares are 
$1,^[)0 each, which made the capital stock $10,400. 

Mr. Chiu said that he knew nothing of the business methods of the firm, as he had never 
visited Canton or inqiiir.^d into them. He had received a good loium last year on the 
investment made and was perfectly satisfied. 

Each shareholder has a book containing articles of partnership. 

I imspected the one he had and foimd it to be exactly the same as the one Mr. Richardson 
has. 

He denies that the Cliit Wo firm paid Mr. Richardson the sum of $1,000 annually for the 
use of his name, as the statement of accounts rendered by the firm for last year showed that 
the sum of about $1,300 only was paid as wages for the entire staff, whicK consisted of 10 
employees. 

Continuing, he said that he merely took two shares in the concern as an investment, and 
while he regretted the action taken by the Chinese authorities at Canton in closing the busi- 
ness of the firm, still he did not care to take any action in the matter as a partner in the 
firm, and would have to pocket his loss, i. e., $2,600. 

He docs not credit the truth of the statement made by Fung Hung before the United 
States consul-general at Canton: he did not know why the firm of Chit Wo did not make 
their purchases in Hongkong direct in the name of the firm: he presumed it more con- 
venient to do the business through Mr. Richardson, who not only bought the goods here 
but did all the custom-house work at Canton. 

I a.sked Mr. Chiu if he would embody the above statement in the form of an affidavit, 
but this he declined to do. 

I may here mention that he is a very wealthy Chinaman, a banker of some note in Hong- 
kong, and has large commercial interests, etc. 
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Before leaving him, he said that he wished to impress upon me the fact that the partner- 
ship as constituted under the name and style of Chit Wo was not bogus— it was genuine— a 
Yoluntarj contract between the parties mentioned in the articles of partnership. 

In his affidavit marked "1" in inclosure No. 9 Mr. McWade refers to a call that was 
made at the consulate by one Chan A Fook and Lai Tai Yu, officers of the " Canton and 
Hongkong Ice and Cold Storage Co., Ltd./' who in course of conversation with him stated 
that certam persons, who were Chinese merchants connected with the firms of Chit Wo and 
Fau Chuen, had commissioned them to say that they were willing to pay him for the high 
Chinese authorities $3,000 or S3,500 in payment of fines incurred by the said firms, Chit Wo 
and Fau Chuen, in smuggling operations whilst trading wider the style or firm of Charles E. 
Richardson & Co. 

It will be observed that Mr. McWade also referred to the fact that H. E. Wan (the viceroy's 
secretary) came in during the conversation and the offer was related to him, and that he 
(Mr. Wan) advised Mr. Lai Tai Yu and Mr. Chan A Fook to counsel those Chinese merchants 
to come here (to Canton) and to tell the whole truth concerning the smuggling transactions 
of the firms of Chit Wo and Fau Chuen, adding that under no circumstances would they be 
punished, and that all that was sought by the Chinese authorities was simplv justice, etc. 

On my return to Hongkong I received a letter from Mr. McWade, dated August 24, 1904 
(inclosure No. 12), in which he says, *^ I have learned through H. E. Wan that you have been 
shown documentary evidence proving that Charles E. Richardson was levying blackmail on 
3D Chinese firms in Canton.'' 

I wrote Mr. McWade denying the statement in the following language: ''Mr. Wan never 
showed me any documentary evidence proving that Charles E. Richardson was levying 
blackmail on 30 Chinese firms in Canton. Mr. Wan did hand me some papers which purported 
to be accounts of receipts and expenditures of the Mei Lee firm (C. E. Richardson & Co.) 
^liiidi is an entirely different matter to levying blackmail. " Mr. McWade also say^ in his 
letter, "Mr. Chan A Fook, of Messrs. Watkms & Co., informs me that he had a conversation 
with the proprietors and owners of the two shops. Chit Wo and Fau Chuen, in Canton. 
They informed him that Richardson had assured them that if they kept silence he would 
recover their goods and shops, etc." 

I had an interview with Mr. Chan A Fook, who denied ever having had a conversation 
with the proprietors and owners of the two shops in question, but that a relation of his, 
one Lai Liung-chao, proprietor of an opium shop in Canton, gave him information that a 
man named Wang Chung-seng, of the I Heng firm, was the managing partner of the Chit 
Wo and Fau Chuen firms. 

He said that Mr. McWade was mistaken; that what he stated to him referred to the land- 
lord of the buildings occupied by Chit Wo and Fau Chuen firms, who was willing to pay a 
fine in order to have the property released, and that he did not know personally the Chinese 
partners of these firms. 

Mr. Chan A Fook further said to me that the business (Richardson case) was no concern 
of his, but that Mr. McWade had helped him and he desired to help Mr. McWade in return. 

I asked Mr. Chan A Fook if he would give me the above statement in the form of an 
affidavit under oath, but this he did not think was necessary. 

I made inquiries as to the I Heng firm and the whereabouts of Mr. Wang Chung-seng, and 
at last located him, and through a Chinese gentleman I was enabled to have a private 
interview with him. 

I inclose his statement, taken by me in Chinese. (See inclosure No. 13.) It shows the 
part Mr. Chan A Fook has been playing in this business. 

I inclose another letter received from the provincial treasurer at Canton, inclosing two 
copies of items taken from the account book of C. E. Richardson & Co., seized at Canton, 
which are more in detail than those given in the copy handed to me by Mr. Wan in inclosure 
No. 11. (See inclosure No. 14.) 

I ask reference to four affidavits, sworn to before General Bragg, United States consul- 
general, which throw considerable light on the case. 

The affidavit of Fung Shiu-chuen, a partner in the firm of Chit Wo, corroborates the 
statements of Mr. Richardson and Chiu Hang-on as to the copartnership of the firm. (See 
inclosure No. 15). 

Mr. Fung Yiu-ting's affidavit (see inclosure No. 16) shows that as one of the shareholders 
in the Fau Chuen firm he so^j his share to Mr. Richardson on the 1st da}r of the 6th moon 
of the 29th vear of Kuanghsu (July, 1903), and on the same day he signed, with other 
partners of the said firm, a bill of sale to Mr. Richardson and received 600 taels for his share. 

Inclosure No. 17 is the affidavit of Yeung Cheuk-lin, who denies that he received $1,600 
for Mr. Richardson, as stated by Fung Hung in his affidavit taken before Mr. McWade. 

The affidavit of Chan Fai gives an account of his arrest by the Nam Hoi magistrate and 
makes certain explanations of the testimony he gave before that officer. He states that he 
was merely a "canying coolie" and had only bclen in the employ of the Fau Chuen firm a 

H. Doc. 665, 59-1 15 
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little over a month and knew little or nothing abojit the affairs of the firm. (See incloeure 
No. 18.) 

Inclosure No. 19 is a letter addressed to me by Esther Sayers Richardson, wife of C. E. 
Richardson, in which she denies certain statements contained in Fung Hung's aflSdavit 
taken before Mr. McWade. 

I inclose an affidavit taken before Mr. Consul-Oeneral Bragg of Ip Yan-lai, who held the 
position of clerk in Messrs. Chas. E. Richardson & Co.'s office in Canton. He dves the rea- 
sons of his having, together with Fung Hung, si^ed the affidavit made berore Mr. Vice 
Consul-General Colgrove in November last (see Exhibit A, inclosure No. 8) ; explains the 
nature of the business conducted by the firms of Chit Wo and Fau Chuen at Canton, and 
the items of conunissions and expenditures in extracts handed to me by Mr. Wan (inclosure 
No. 11), and also inclosed to me m the provincial treasurer's letter of Au^t 25 (see inclos- 
ure No. 14); further, that the book containing these items was obtained from Mr. Richard- 
son's office by Mr. da Silva, and that when the Nam Hoi magistrate sealed Richardson & 
Co.'s office the book was not there, and the inference is that it must have bw»n given by 
Mr. McWade to the Chinese authorities, etc. (See inclosure No. 20.) 

As to inclosure No. 21, the Department will find another affidavit sworn to by Mr. C. E. 
Richardson before Consul-General Bragg, denying the statements made by Ip and Fung 
Hung in their affidavit before Vice-Consul-General Colgrove, and the statements made by 
Fung Himg in his affidavit of March 5, sworn to before Mr. McWade. 

Mr. Richardson also refers to the book of commissions and expenditures, referred to above, 
and says, "I deny that this book deals with my own business and affairs, or that I ever 
received any such sums of money." He believes it was obtained by threats made by Mr. 
da Silva to Fung Hung. He also states that Mr. McWade was ordered by the Department 
of State to return this book, but instead of doing so, it is now in the hands of the Chinese 
authorities, and he protests against its admission. Reference is also made of abusive lan- 
guage made to him oy Mr. McWade, etc. 

This concludes the investigation I have had in hand since the 9th of August. I may 
explain that a great deal of tune has been consumed in waiting to get evidence and state- 
ments from Chinese. I may say that I had hoped to have gotten the affidavits of the other 
retiring partners of the Fau Chuen firm, but they were not in Hongkong, having gone to 
their homes in the country. 

This case may be summarized as under — 

The papers and evidence show conclusively that a copartnership existed in the Chit Wo 
firm between Charles E. Richardson and three Chinese merchants, and that the said firm 
had been doing business in Canton in flour, etc., for about two years; also that Messrs. C. E. 
Richardson & Co. took over the entire interest on the 24th of July, 1903, of the firm of Fau 
Chuen in Canton, pajnng the retiring partners the total sum of 3,000 Canton taels. The 
business of these firms was conducted by the parties interested \^ith the full knowledge of 
Mr. Consul-Greneral McWade. No evidence has been adduced to prove that the partnership 
of the above firms was illegal. 

Mr. McWade, officially, as United States consul-genoral at Canton, took the initiative and 
intervened with a warning to the Imperial Maritime (Xistoms at Canton against recognizing 
Charles E. Richardson & Co., stating that the alleged firm really consisted of Chinese 8ul>- 
jects, and that Mr. Richardson received $1,000 a year for the fraudulent use of his name. 

Mr. McWade at the time apparently based his action entirely on an affida^at signed by 
Fung Hung and Ip-lai, made Wfore the vice-consul-general ef tlie United States at Canton 
on the 23d day of November, 1903. The affidavit is faulty, the names of the firms in Chi- 
nese in which Mr. Richardson is interested are not given, the amount of capital is not cor- 
rectly stated, and there is not anything in it to show that Mr. Richardson nad been doings 
an irregular business or defrauded in any way the Imperial revenues of China. 

After addressing the commissioner of customs and the viceroy, on the 4th of March, Mr. 
McWade, on the 5th of March, then takes the affidavit of Fung Hung, whose statements 
are at variance with the previous statements made with Ip-lai. This man's statement, 
which I took, shows that the previous statements w^ere false. Mr. McWade, however, 
seems to rely, in a great measure on Fung Hung's statements in support of the action he 
took against Nlr. Richardson's business interests. 

The fact must not l)e overlooked that Mr. Richardson was doing business in Canton under 
the name and style of C. E. Richardson & Co., besides the interest he had in the two firms 
Chit Wo and Fall Chuen. 

The testimony of Chun Fai, taken l)efore the Nam Hoi magistrate, which is also taken as 
prima facie evidence of Mr. Richardson's irregular methods of conducting business, is full 
of false statements, as is shown by Cliun Fai's subsequent affidavit taken Ix'fore Mr. Consul- 
Greneral Bragg. 

Tlie point raised by the Chinese authorities and Mr. McWado that the book containing 
items, as commissions and expenditures, show that Mr. Richardson had been covering Chi- 
nese firms, is explained by Mr. Ip; and Mr. Richardson affirms that the money received w^as 
no affair of his. 
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Upon the e^dence of Fung Hung and Ip-lai in November last the affidavit of Fung Hung 
on 5th of March last, and the testimony of Chun Fai before the Nem Hoi magistrate (all of 
which have been acknowledged to be false by subsequent affidavits signed by these men), 
together with the items in book of receipts and expenditures of the liei Lee firm (C. E. 
Richardson & Co.), which, it is claimed, show that Mr. Richardson has been covering Chi- 
nese firms, the Chinese authorities have rendered their decision against Messrs. Charles E. 
Richardson & Co., Chit Wo, and Fau Chuen, that Mr. Richardson was doing a bogus and 
iUegal business as represented to them by Mr. Consul-General McWade. 

An important fact in this case and one that should not be lost sight of is that the chai^ 
of evading likin and thus defrauding the Government is merely in the general, not specific, 
and not a single case has been brought forward to support the chai^. Neither is there any- 
thing in the shape of trustworthy evidence to support the suspicions of Mr. McWade that 
Mr. Richardson was covering Chinese firms for a money consideration. 

I am inclined to the opinion that if Mr. Richardson had put up a bond, as directed by the 
honorable Secretary of State, the yam detained by the customs would no doubt have oeen 
released through the efforts of Mr. McWade, but this he would not do. Mr. McWade was 
quite willing to accept a satisfactory bond equal in amount to the seized goods. (See incloe- 
ur© No. 8, Exhibit N.) 

The provincial treasurer of Canton, representing the viceroy, states, in his conmiunicatioo 
to Mr. McWade of August 5, that " Not only the goods and the two shops. Chit Wo and Fau 
Chuen, are to be disposed of and not to be returned to Mr. Richardson, but even the goods 
detained by the commissioner of customs will certainly be confiscated in accordance with 
the provisions of treaty.'' 

In the matter of confiscation of goods, my opinion is that a joint investigation between 
the superintendent of customs and the consul should be held following the ' rules for joint 
investigation and fine by the custom-house authorities," which were agreed to and promul- 
gated by the British mimster at Peking, May 31, 1868. 

I have so written the pro\4ncial treasurer (see inclosure No. 22), sending my communica- 
tion through the United States consul-general at Canton. This mode of procedure would 
be in accordance vnth provisions of treaty and enable the parties interested to present 
evidence. 

Respectfully submitted. 

F. D. Cheshire, 
United States Consul-General y Muhden. 
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[Indosure No. 1.] 

Consular Service, United States of America, 

Hongkong, August 10, 1904. 
My Dear Mr. Cheshire: Replying to your note of the 9th instant, inquiring what I 
know about the Richardson smuggling case, I can only say I had hoped the Cantonese 
rottenness would never come under my nose again; but as you are directed to make 
inquiries, I iifill be civil and say to you the '' Ricnardson smuggling case'' is all Greek to 
me and has been gestated since I took evidence in re McWade. 

Sincerely, Edwd. S. Braoo. 



[Inclosure No. 2.] 

Fung Hung, interrogated by Mr. F. Cheshire, United States consul-general, declares upon 
oath as follows: 

That on the 19th day of the 1st moon, 30th year, Kwong Hsu, I was in the Chit Wo shop 
and a man came from the American consulate and told me to come to the American con- 
sulate about some cotton yam detained by the imperial maritime customs. 

I asked Consul-General McWade why the yam was detained. 

The consul-general, McWade, said "The yam did not belong to me, but to Mr. 
Richardson." 

The consul-general, McWade, said, "If the yam was mine he would get it back." 

The consul-general requested me to sign a paper saying that the cotton yam was mine, 
and not Richardson's, and if I would sign such a paper he would get back the cotton yam 
for me. I did not sign such a paper. 

The paper which I did si^ was not explained to me. I did not know the contents. 

I did not refuse to sign the paper, as I dare not refuse to sign. 

Mr. da Silva said "If you do not sign it I will have you arrested and put in jaU." 

I do not know why Mr. da Silva made that threat. 

Lum Hon Wan, the consulate interpreter, prepared the paper in English, but he did not 
explain its contents. 

I wanted to go away about 5 p. m. without signing the paper, but was prevented. 

I started to leave the consulate without signing, and several persons brought me back by 
force, ^ir. da Silva stating that unless I came back at once he would have me arrested. 

Mr. da Sliva, the interpreter, and one other man are the ones who told me to come back. 

I did not know, after I signed the paper, the contents of same. 

I was sent away after signing the paper. 

I was in the American consulate from 1 p. m. until after 6 p. m. I was detained there 
and was not allowed to go. 

I did not hear afterwards to what use the paper was put. 

When I first went to the consulate I saw Mr. McWade. I was taken to him by Mr. da 
Silva. 

(Mr. Cheshire reexamines re cotton yarn. Deponent states.) Mr. McWade said that 
with regard to the cotton yam seized by the custom-house, "I will protect you if you 
declare it belongs to you." 

I was taken to a small room, not a regular office — taken to the interpreter's oflBce. 

I did not have any private conversation with Mr. da Silva or Lum Hon Wan. 

The statement was written by Mr. Lum Hon Wan and taken before Mr. McWade, in 
whose presence I signed it. 

I do not write or read or speak English. I signed it in Chinese characters " Fung Hung." 

Mr. McWade only asked me to raise my right hand and then dipped my thumb and mid- 
dle finger into ink and impressed it upon the paper. 

I did not see Mr. McWade sign his name to tl)c document. 

Mr. McWade asked me to have a drink after signing the paper, but I declined, stating I 
was not a drinking man. 

Mr. McWade, Mr. da Silva, Lum Hon Wan, and one other European then had a drink. 

After I signed the papei- 1 returned to Chit Wo, whore I stayed two days, when I went to 
Hongkong to inform Mr. Richardson al)out signing the paper. I remained in Hongkong, 
as I was afraid to go to Canton. I heard that the consul had got out a warrant for my 
arrest. 

An original in Chinese signed in Chinese characters. 

Hongkong, 

City of Victoria, ss: 
I, Edwd. S. Bragg, consul-general of the United States of America, do hereby certifjr that 
on the 30th day ofAugust, 1904, personally appeared before me at my office m the city of 
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. Victoria, Fun^ Hung, a Chinaman, and subecribed his name to the foregoing statement of fact, 
and after havmg explained to hhn in the Chinese tongue the nature of an affirmation under 
(the) pains and penalties and the punishment attendc^t upon a violation thereof, and after 
being so fully informed, declared each and every statement so signed by him to be true in fact 
under the pains and penalties of perjiuy. 

In witness whereof I have hereto subscribed my name with official designation, and affixed 
my official seal at Hongkong on the day and year last above written. 

[SRAL.] Edwd. S. Bragg, 

Consvl-Oenerdl United States of America at Hongkong, 



[Inclosure 3.— translation.] 
Partnership agreement of the Chit Wo Company. 

We have learned that there are methods of making money; if large business can be estab- 
lished as opportunity offers, and if the business is formed in copartnership such joint strength 
will keep tne standing of the business. We having ambition like that or To Chu and follow- 
ing the example of Pau 8uk, we subscribe shares to carry on a business. It is proposed to 
raise a capital of ten thousand four hundred dollars and to carry on the business of flour 
under the style of Chit Wo Company in the Hing Lung street in Canton. Now, the capital 
money has been fully subscribed and articles of partnership have been imanimously decided 
upon. Should the business be profitable or otherwise in future, all of us will share the profit 
or loss according to the number of shares subscribed. From now on, all of us shall with 
united purpose assist each other with all oiu* might from beginning to the end. The b\isi- 
ness may prove suitable in the north as well as in the south, and will rise as high as the sun 
and will stand as long as the moon. Great profits will be abundantly increased and the 
business will no doubt be considerably increased. Now, it is decided to make four partner- 
ship agreements; each partner shall keep one as a perpetual proof of his interest in the 
company. 

The following articles have been agreed upon : 

First. The interests on capital will be at the rate of ten dollars per himdred dollars per 
annum. A bonus of ten per cent of the profit m hand will be taken out and given to the 
manager. Debts which have not been collected can not be included as profit and taken out 
for bonus beforehand. 

Second. The profits or losses in the business will be proportionately divided according to 
the number of snares subscribed. This does not concern the deposit money. 

Third. The manager shall on the first moon of every vear make out a balance sheet show- 
ing all the accounts and send a copy to each partner for ^is information. If any mistakes or 
differences are found in the accoimts, the person who actually deals with the business shall 
be held responsible. This is to prevent him from neglecting his duty. 

Fourth. The shares of this company shall not be transferred secretly. If any one, having 
made a lot of money, wishes to retire or to form other business, he must inform the other 
partners first, who will meet together and properly decide the matter. If none of the other 
partners are willing to take over his interest he will then be adlowed to transfer it to other 
persons. 

Fifth. The salaries of the employees shall be paid monthly. No money will be allowed to 
be advanced or loaned. 

Sixth. The offices (sic^ of the company shall faithfully perform their duties. They shall 
not be allowed to be negligent or put on others their own duties, nor wiU they be allowed to 
interfere with the duties of others, but to perform their regular duties so that each may work 
in harmony with the other. 

Seventh. Any important matters in connection with the business of this company must be 
consulted and unanimously agreed upon by all partners before they can be carried out. 

It is hoped that the above niles will be always obeyed and carried into effect. 

The following is a list of the names and shares of the partners: 

Mee Lee, foreign firm, capital money $5, 200. 00 

Oiiu Hang On , " 2, 600. 00 

Fung Hung Wo Tong, " 1,300.00 

Fung Hung Lung Tong, " 1, 300. 00 

Ewong Hsu 28th year, 5th moon, 10th day. 
Made by the Chit Wo Company. 
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[Inclo8ure No. 4.— Translation] 
Ng Yiu Cheung Tong — Partnership Agreement of The Fau Tsun. 

We have learned that there are methods of making money ; laiige business can be estab- 
lished as opportunity offers, and if the business is formed in copartnership such joint 
strength will cause the business to be of long standing. Taking Pau Suk's former example 
and using To Chu's ^ood hints, we have the same idea to subscribe shares and enter into 
partnership in carrymg on a business. It is proposed to raise a capital of taels three 
thousand and to prepare a deposit of three thousand taels and to cAvry on the white sugar, 
•etc., business and to establish a firm under the style Fau Tsun. Now, the capital money 
has been fully subscribed and articles of agreement have been unanimously decided upon. 
Should the business be profitable or otherwise, dl partners will proportionately share it in 
accordance with the number of shares subscribed. From now and in the future all of us 
must keep in our minds to improve the business and to assist each other like cutting out a 
rock. Every one shall perform his duties with all his might, and from the beginning to 
the end it shaU be the same. The prosperity of the business wiU be seen to be suitable in 
the north and in the south. The business will also rise as high as the sun and will be kept 
as long as the naoon. Great profit will be made and much business will come. 

It is now decided to make six partnership agreements, and each partner will keep one as 
a perpetual proof. 

The following articles have been agreed upon: 

First. The interest on capital wiU be at the rate of ten per cent per annum. A bonus of 
ten per cent will be taken out from the profit made, to be given to the manager and other 
officers, which bonus is to include the net profit in hand only, the debts which have not 
been collected will not be calculated and taken out for bonus previouslv. 

Second. The profits and losses in the business will be proportionately divided according 
to the number of shares subscribed for capital. Nothing will concern the deposit money. 

Third. The manager shall make out a balance sheet every year showing all the accounts 
of the business and will send a copy to each partner for their information. If anv differ- 
ences or mistakes are found in the accounts, the person who actually dealt with the business 
will be held responsible so as to prevent him from neglecting his duty. 

Fourth. The shares of this firm can not be transferred secretly to other people. If any 
partner having made a lot of money, wishes to retire or to form other business he has to 
inform the other partners, who will meet together and consult.' If none of the other part- 
ners are willing to take over his interests he will then be allowed to transfer it to other 
persons. 

Fifth. The salaries of all employees will be paid monthly. No money will be allowed 
to be advanced or lent. 

Sixth. The ofiices [sic] of this firm shall faithfully perform their duties. They shall not 
be allowed to be negligent or put on others their own duties nor will they be allowed to 
interfere with the duties of others, but to form their regular duties so that each may woric 
in harmony with the others. 

Seventh. Any important matters in connection with the business of this finn must be 
unanimously agreed upon by the partners before it can be carried out. 

It is hoped that the above rules be ever obeyed and carried into effect. 

The following is a list of the names and the shares of the partners: 
Ng Yiu Cheung Tong, capital money, taels 500; deposit monev, taels 500. 
Chu Sui Kai, " " * " 500; " " ' '' 500. 

Fung Iling Wo Tong, " *' '' 500; '' " " 500. 

Chau Sau Koe Ho, " '' '' 500; '' '' ' 500. 

Chu Tat Wing, '' " " 500; " '' " 200. 

Fung Min Fuk Tong, " '' " 500; " '' " 500. 

Kwong Siu Yam I an 28th year, 5th moon, 1st da}'. 

Made bv Fau Tsun. 



[Inclosure No. 4a. ) 

This paper is cloariy made hv tlic retiring partners— Fung Iling Wo Tong, Fmig Min Fuk 
Tong, >fgViu Cheung Tong, Chu Sui Kai, and Chu Tat Wing -who have been jointly con- 
nected in business under the style of the Fau Tsun firm in Hing Lung street, Canton, for the 
Eurpose of carn^ing on white-sugar business. As we are now desirous of seeking another 
usme.ss calling, we have made up our partnership account to the tii*st day, sixth moon, of 
the twenty-ninth year Kwong llsu and are willing to sell the shares standing in our names, 
together with all the goods, furniture, and good will of the firm, to Mr. Richardson of the 
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Mi Li foreign firm here. We have on this very day received the capital of taels six hun- 
dred for each share. After the sale, Mr. Richardson will be at liberty to use the style and 
si^board of Fau Tsun for carrying on his business, and Hing Wo Tong, Min Fuk Tong, 
Yiu Cheung Tong, Chu Sui Kai, and Chu Tat Wing will not be in any way concerned m 
the profit or loss of the business of the Fau Tsun. Apart from this, the partners have depos- 
ited sums of money amounting to taels twenty-two hundred. This money is lent to Mr. 
Richardson, of the Mi Li foreign firm, for use up to the first day, sixth moon, thirtieth year, 
when it shall be fully repaid, together with interest as clearly agreed upon at the rate of 
taels ten per taels one hundred per annum. This document is issued as proof. 
Kwong Hsu 29th year, sixth moon, sixth day. 
Jointly executed by the retiring partners of the Tau Tsun. 

(Signed) Funo Hing Wo Tong. 

Fung Min Fuk Tong. 

Ng Yiu Cheung Tong. 

Chu Siu Kai. 

Chu Tat Wing. 



[Inclosure No. 5.] 

Consular Office United States of America, 

BRmsH Colony of Hongkong, 

City of Victoria f Asia. 

Charles E. Richardson, having been first duly sworn by me, upon examination under 
oath, solemnly swears: 

My name is Charles E. Richardson. I am a native-bom citizen of the United States of 
America, thirty-three years of age. I have been domiciled in Hongkong, doing business as a 
mercantile trader continously since ei^teen ninety-eight, under the name and style of 
Charles E. Richardson & Co., dealing m flour, lumber, cassia, firecrackers, matting, sugar, 
cotton yam and cotton. 

I have had branch houses doing business in connection with my Hongkong business 
during that time as follows: At Canton, the firm of Chit Wo, doing business in mng Loong 
street. The firm consisted of Charles E. Richardson and Company, four shares^of thirteen 
hundred dollars each, full paid; Chiu Hang On, owning two shares, full paid; Fung Hinff 
Leun Tong, owning one share, full paid; Fung Hing Wo Tong, owning one share, full paid; 
total capital, ten thousand four hundred dollars. 1 had also a business office as Charles E. 
RicharcLson & Company on the same street and adjoining the store of Chit Wo. The firm 
also had a salesman, Fung Hung, who received for his services ten Canton taels per month 
and three per cent on the netprofits.. The volume of trade approximated three hundred 
thousand aollars per year. Tne store was marked Chit Wo and the office C. E. Richard- 
son & Company. 

I now present for inspection to Mr. Fleming D. Cheshire my books verifying my state- 
ment as to the firm of Cnit Wo and its business. 

In addition to this business I invested in the firm of Fau Chuen, sugar dealers, in Hing 
Loong street, Canton, on the twenty-fourth day of July, nineteen hundred and three. This 
firm was originaUv composed of six members — namely, Chu Tat Wing, Fung Hing Wo Tong, 
Fung Min Fook Tong, Chu Soy Kai, Ng Yu Cheong Tong, and Chau Sau Chuen, each owning 
one share. 

On the said twenty-fourth day of July, 1903, I purchased and took over in the name of 
Charles E. Richardson & Companv the entire interest of this firm in its stock and trade, 
except the one-sixth interest h^d by Chau Sau Chuen, but he retired last Chinese new year, 
Febmary, 1904. I paid the face value of the shares so bought by me, and in addition five 
hundred taels bonus, making the investment by me in the firm's stock and trade three 
thousand Canton taels. 

Each of these firms were supphed with stock as required by business by me under my 
business style, Charles E. Richardson & Company, through the Chinese imperial maritime 
customs at Canton, Charles E. Richardson & Company being the consignees at Canton and 
not otherwise. I was never engaged in any smu^ling schemes. I never evaded or attempted 
to evade the Chinese customs law. I never dud smuggling, and never heard that I was 
suspected or charged with smugghng, except as Mr. Cheshire informed me he is instructed to 
investigate " the Richardson smuggling case." 

I omitted, in passing, to present my written books and agreement in verification of my 
detailed statement of my purchase into the fimi of Fau Chuen sugar dealers at Canton, 
which I now do. 
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Business of the firm of Fau Chuen was carried on by me in its original name and at its old 
place of business in Canton, by me, from the time of my purchase, until the store was 
closed, as I am told by order of Robert M. McWade, consul-general of the United States on 
March 27th, 1904. 

The business of Chit Wo was closed by the same authority on the sixth day of April, 1904, 
and my own personal office on the seventeenth day of March, 1904, and all the stock of mer- 
diandise in possession of the firms was also seized, by the instigation of the same person, the 
approximate value of the property taken, including fixtures, approximated twelve thousand 
five hundred dollars, Mexican currency, and none of this property has ever been returned. 
I am informed it has been sold and looted. 

My business in Canton, as I have stated, was carried on with the full knowledge of Consul- 
Gteneral McWade, with his approval and without objection until the seizures herein recited, 
which outbreak followed my disclosures of certain malfeasance in office of the said consul- 
general, at Manila and Honckong in November, 1903. 

I desire to state some additional facts to show the vindictive spirit of the consul-general 
at Canton towards me by his unwarranted interference in attempting to destroy American 
trade at Canton, instead of promoting it, in order to punish me for the disclosures made by 
me at Manila and Hongkong of his m^easance in office. That is to say : 

On March 4, 1904, 1 shipped to Charles E. Richardson & Company, consignees, at Canton, 
from Hongkong, per steamship Ying Kingf 20 bales cotton yam; per steamship Kvxma 
Tung, 13 bales of cotton yam. Upon these consignments the duties, approximately $3.50 
Mexican, per bale, have bfeen paid the Chinese Government. 

On March 5, 1904, I shipped to the same consignees at same port, per steamship San 
Cheong, two bales of cotton yam. The last consignment was ordered returned and for that 
reason the duties were not paid. These goods are still detained in the customs-house at 
Canton, and I have presented my claim therefor to the imperial government at Peking 
through the Hon. Mr. Conger, E. E. & M. P. 

The value of these goods is dollars 4,602.39 Mexican, with freight and duties added. 
The only pretext for the seizure that has been made comes to me in an official communica- 
tion from the acting commissioner of Chinese customs at Canton, in writing, dated at 
Canton, March 10th, 1904, from which I quote: 

"Action has been taken by this office in detaining goods applied for by C. E. Richardson 
& Company, in consequence of an official written communication from the United States 
Consul General McWade to the effect that the firm doing business at this port as C. E. 
Richardson & Co., is a bo^us firm of Chinese trading under vour name and style, with whom 
you are connected merely as receiving an annual subsidy for lending same name and 
style." 

The original of this letter I gave to Assistant Secretary Peirce, and he has it in the files of 
the State Department at Wa^ihington, D. C. And the statement now here made by me 
constitutes all the fact-s in the matter of the seizure of my property at Canton, for which I 
seek redress and remuneration and I feel it is a misnomer to call the transaction "smuggling 
case." 

Chas. E. Richardson. 

Taken by and sworn and subscribed to before me at Hongkong this I'ith day of August, 
1904. 

[seal.] Edwd. S. Bragg, Comul General, U. S. A, 



Ilnclosure 6.1 

Balance sheet of the 28ih year of Kwong Hsu, made by the Chit Wo Company. 

Taels. 

Flour bought during this year, 248,918 bags 348, 288 

Flour sold during this year, 244,917 b^ 372, 273. 8 

Discount on cash payments from firm in Hongkong 3, 482. 8 

Premium on bank notes and daily interest 3, 320. 4 

Profits on cotton .' 242. 844 

In the above four items, the total of money received is taels 379,318.84. 
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PATMENTS. 

Taels. 

Drafts to Hon^ong and bank notes to Hongkong, $481,600 346,788 

Premiuinon (uafts and exchange 4,834.58 

PassagB money and sampan hire 2, 612. 906 

Paid neuter for insurance IftS 

Rent and shoe money 112.32 

Salaries' to employees 808.76 

Food (I) 1,156.067 

Premium on gold coins 334. 50 

Interest on capital 748.8 

Total money paid out 357,694.023 

OUTSTANDINO DEBTS. 

I 
Taels. I Taels 

UShing 36.994 I Pal Yuen 2A 



ChuiBSng 5.706 ManChun 10.175 

UShum 28.594 Yan On 1.39 

IChan 9.826 | Tin Heung 7.949 

ChunKee 18.816 In Chan 1.069 

LungChu 4.805 Pan Chun 7.428 

Man Yuen 34.383 Hip Kat 1.187 

PuHing. 4.989 i Wo Chung 1.114 

KwongTaiYuen 34.383 | 

Total amount of outstanding debts is taels 211.497, after taking off 50 per cent discount 
leaves taels 105.748. 

STOCK. 

Taels. 

Flour, 4,001 bags 6,054.196 

Furniture, $1,500 1,080 

Cash in Canton and Hongkong 29, 261. 406 

Total value in stock 36,395.602 



Deposit money, $36,000 25,920 

Capital Mee Lee , $5,200 3 , 744 

Capital Chiu Hang On, $2,600 1,872 

Capital Fung Hing Wo Tong, $1,300 936 

Capital Fung Hing Luen Tong, $1^ 936 

Total of money due 33, 408 

Calculating all the accounts of the business, excluding deposit money and capi- 
tal, profit made 3,093.35 

Paid reward to manager as bonus 309 

After deducting the bonus, profit really made 2, 784. 35 

Ewong Hsu 28th year balance sheet, made by Chit Wo Company. 



[Indosure 7.] 

Balance sheet cfihe 29th year of Kwong HsUy made by the Chit Wo Company. 

Taels. 

Fk>ur, 4,001 bags, forward 6,053.665 

Flour bought this year, 265,858 bags 412,439.5 

Flour sold this year, 266,165 bags... 457,303.2 

Discount for cash and premium and interest 5, 353. 05 
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PAYMENTS. 

Taels. 

Drafts and bank notes to Hongkong, $572,500 412,200 

Premium on drafts and exchange 6, 183 

Passage money, boat hire, and freight 2, 926 

Insmtmce 189 

Rent and shoe money 121. 32 

Salaries to employees 913. 4 

Food 1,509.394 

Interest to Hongkong firm 678. 94 

Interest on capital money 748. 8 

Money paid out 425,469.854 

STOCK AND OUTSTANDING DEBTS. 

Due by various shops, 916.288 taels, discoimted at 50 per cent 458. 144 

Flour m stock, 3,694 bags 6, 151. 9 

'Furniture 1,080 

Cash on hand 7,530.8 

Stock, including debts, discounted at 50 per cent 15, 220. 844 

DSBTS. 

Profit of the 28th year 2,784.35 

Deposit money, $4,000 2,880 

Capital Mee Lee, $5,200 3,744 

Capital Chiu Hang On, $2,600 1,872 

Capital Fung Hing Wo Tong, $1,300 936 

Capital Fung Hing Luen Tong, $1 ,300 936 

Total money due 13, 152. 35 

Calculating all the accounts, excluding the deposit money and capital, 

profit made 2, 073 . 064 

Paid reward to manager and other officers as bonus 207 

After paying off the ^nus, profit made 1, 866. 064 

Inducting the profit of the 28th year, total money in stock 4, 650. 414 

Profit distributed to various parties, $6,000 4, 320 

After distributing the profit to various partners, profit in hand 330. 414 

Kwong Hsu 29th year's balance sheet, made by Chit Wo Company. 

. [Enclosure No. 8.1 
CONSULATE GENERAL OF THE UNTPED STATES, CANTON, CHINA. 

List of documents f etc.f in the cast ofCha^, E. Richardson, 

(a) Statement of Fun^ Hung (first). 

(b) Dispatch to conunissioner of customs. 

(c) Dispatch to Viceroy Taen. 

(d) Statement of Fung Himg (second). 
(«) Reply from commissioner of customs. 

(/) Report from United States Vice-Consul Colegrove. 

(g) Department's instruction, June 22, 1899. 

(A) Minister Conger's instruction, December 18, 1899. 

(i) Telegram from Secretary Ilay. 

(/) Communication to Charles E. Richardson. 

(k) Dispatch from Viceroy Tsen. 

(l) Communication from Charles E. Richardson. 

(m) Reply received from Charles E. Richardson. 

(n) Communication to Charles E. Richardson. 

(o) Dispatch from IIoppo Sheung. 

{p) Dispatch to Minister Conger with inclosures. 

(q) Reply from commissioner of customs. 

(r) Dispat<;h to Viceroy Tsen. 

(») Telegram to Hon. Mr. Peirce. 
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(0 Telegram to Hon. Mr. Peirce. 

(ti) Telegram from Hon. Mr. Peirce. 

(v) Dispatch to Nam Hoi, magistrate. 

(w) Di^tch to Viceroy Tsen. 

(z) Di^tch from Minister Conger. ^ ' 

(y) Di^tch from Minister Co^r. 

(z) Communication to Charies E. Richardstm. ' 



Outside of the leading facts contained in the correspondence regarding Richardson's 
delinquencies, the followmg must be borne in mind. 

Since Secretaiy Peirce's visit to Canton, Richardson has been insolent, rudely discourte- 
ous, and threatening in his words and manner. 

Richardsdn has refused to disclose to me: 

1. Tlie amount of his capital, if any. 

2. Tlie names and addr^ses of his partner or partners, if any. 

3. The nature of his business. 

4. He has also refused to let me see any books or papers connected with his alleged 
finn. 

5. He has repeatedly stated, at this consulate-general, that he does not care for the 
oaths of 1,000 Chinamen. If so, why does he place so much stress on the remarkable 
Hon^ong affidavit of Fung Hung, as aeainst Fung Hung's other voluntarily made affidavits 
in Canton, one of which was witnessed by Deputy Commissioner Schmidt, of the imperial 
Chinese customs. 

6. He has never been threatened by me or by anyone on my behalf, and has been free, 
at all times, to come and eo as he pleased. Why should he rear to come over here now! 
If his case is a clean one why is he afraid! 

7. He has visited me frequently within the past three months, and during that time 
has also written frec^uently to me. 

8. He has at all times been treated courteously by me. 

Robert M. MoWade, 
United Staita Conaid-Oeneral, CarUoUy China, 
August 20, 1904. 



Staiemenl of Mr, Fung Hung, 

Fung Hung, 33 years of age, of the Pun U district, manager of the shop known as Charles 
£. Ri(£ardson & Co., dealers in flour, sugar, and yam in Hing Loong street, Canton, ap- 
peared before me this 23d day of November (6th day of the 10th moon) and stated under 
oath as follows: 

The capital of the concern is $16,000, divided between eight partners — all of whom 
are Chinese — and Mr. Richardson is paid to represent us as our agent, receiving $1,000 
per year, and has no interest whatever in our business. 

I do not know of any other business of Richardson. He told me he had an office in 
Amoy, where Chinese merchants could procure the necessary papers to enable them to 
enter Manlia. 

He never sent any Chinese from Canton to Manila; to my knowledge he never spoke to 
me of sending anyone from here, and if he had done so I would have known it. 

Mr. Richardson is not a resident of Canton. Whenever there is any business connected 
with the firm he is sent for, and he generally stops at the hotel for a day or so. 

Richardson never told me tt^at he was paying any money or bribe of any kind to the 
United States consul-general, or anyone connected with the United States consulate, 
and our firm never paid any money for this purpose. 

FuNO Hung (Chinese character). 
Ip Lai (Chinese character). 

Signed and sworn to before me, Russell Colegrove, vice-consul-general of the United 
States, this 23d day of November, 1903. 
True copy. 
[seal.] Russell Coleq&ovil^ 

United StcOea Vice-C<mjna4i«iuTal,CaTvXxm,e\v\.Tvn.. 
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Exhibit B. 

March 4, 1904. 
R. de LucA, Esq., 

Commissioner ofCvstomSf Canton. 

EsTEEicED Sm: Having learned that the bogus firm of Charles E. Richardson & Co.. 
of Canton, are still trading under that style and title and thus defrauding the imperial 
revenues, I have the honor, herewith, to notify you of the following facts: 

Many months ago Charles E. Richardson formally notified me in writing and made 
oath hiefore me in person that he was the sole owner and proprietor, and member of the 
firm of Charles E. Richardson & Co., doin^ a flour and general merchandise trade in Canton 
and its vicinity. He asked me to protect his interest and I agreed to do so, with the express 
stipulation that no evasion was to be attempted on the Chinese laws or the usual customs 
and likin dutv, and that he would notify me promptly if any change took place in the 
personnel of the firm. It was not imtil within the last three months of 1903 that I learned 
beyond all question that the said Charles E. Richardson had deUberately perjured himself 
bdrore mc and that the alleged firm of Charles E. Richardson & Co. m Canton — whose 
place of business is situated in Hing Loong street — really consisted of Chinese subjects, 
who paid him $1,000 per year for the fraudulent use of his name. Those Chinese subjects 
made affidavit to those facts before me, and I instructed them to cease at once doing 
business as Charles E. Richardson & Co. This they promised to do. I now learn that 
they are still conducting and carrying on business m flour and general merchandise and 
are defrauding the imperial revenues under the fraudulent title of Charles E. Richardson 
& Co. I have the honor to suggest that proper legal action be taken against them. War- 
rants have been issued months ago from this consulate-general for the arrest of Charles E. 
Richardson for perjur>' and other crimes. He is aware of that fact, and consequently 
never comes to Canton, but remains in Hongkong, where he is immune from arrest on 
those charges. 

I am, esteemed sir, your obedient servant, 

Robert M. MoWade, 
United States Consid-Oenavl, 



Exhibit C. 



Canton, China, March 4* 190^. 
His Excellency Tsen, 

Viceroy of the Two Kximngs. 
YouB Excellency: I have the honor, herewith, to inclose copy of my communication 
of this date to Hon. R. de Luca, commissioner of customs of this port, concerning the 
existence of the fraudulent firm of Chas. E. Richardson & Co. in Hing Loong street, Canton, 
who are defrauding the imperial revenues through lying pretense that they are an Ameri- 
can firm. The parties concerned in thus defrauding the imperial revenue desen^e p'm- 
ishment both by fine and imprisonment. That, however, is in your own hands, and with it 
I have nothing to do. 

Should you desire copies of affidavits noted in my letter to Mr. Luca, the commissioner 
of customs, I will be happy to forward them. 

With assurance of profound consideration, I am, excellency, 
Your obedient servant, 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States Consvl-Oeneral. 



D. — Statement of Fung Hung, 

I am manager of the Chit Wo firm, consisting of eight partners, viz, Kwong Yau Hang, 
flour dealer or Hongkong; Kwong Chwn On, flour dealer of Hon^ong; Kwan Wo Loong, 
flour dealer of Hongkong; Yee Hin^, flour dealer of Hongkong; Wong Yut Sang, partner 
of the Yee Hing shop residing at Pmg Ti, Nam Hoi district; Chin Hai^ On, compradoro 
to the Sperry Flour Company at Hongkong; Hing Wo Tong, alias Fung Hung; Hing 
Luen Tong, alias Fung Hung, each owning $1,000 a share. 

The above company has been opened for four years. Within the last two years, for 
the purpose of saving likin duty, we engaeed Mr. Charles E. Richardson as our repre- 
sentative at Canton, using the name of Charles E. Richardson & Co. for that purpose, pay- 
ing him the sum of $1,000 per year. Before the Chinese new year we contracted for a 
thousand bags of flour from him and paid him as bargain money $2,000 on speculation. 
The flour is due to arrive by next fortnight. 
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Mr. Richardson has been in our employ for nineteen months, and we have akeadj paid 
him through his compradors $1,600. Mr. Richardson's compradore in Hongkong is 
Yeun^ Cheuk Him, who goes round to get business for him (Richardson). 

Besides the flour business, which is done through Mr. Richardson, I also deal in siigar 
and yam, which is done through Chinese shops in Hongkong called Shum Hing, Tai Hmg, 
and Kuns Kee. Latter part of 11th Chinese moon I went down to Hongkong and ask^ 
him wh^ he informed the United States consul-general that he was the owner of my shop 
and business when he was only paid by us to use his name to save the likin duty, and 1 
told him that I propose to give up his services, and as the a^]eement of our firm was in 
my hand, he ask^i me for it and had it burnt in my presence. This happened in his house. 
No. 19, near the Peak, in Hongkong, his wife bemg the only person present besides Mr. 
Richiurdson and myself. I idso tola him that through his misrepresentation of our firm 
he nearly put us into great trouble. 

Mr. Ricnardson then said my trouble is aU over, you need not be afraid ; you may con- 
tinue on the business as before. I therefore did not stop my business and took his word, 
working as before with the intention of procuring another foreigner in his place, but did 
not teU him so. 

(Chinese characters.) 
Witnesses: 

A. Schmidt, 

Dep. Commer. L. M. Customs. 
Lam Hon Wan, 

Inieryreter for United States ConsuIrOeneral. 

Sworn and signed before me, this 5th day of March, 1904, at the United States consulate- 
general at Canton, China. 

[seal.] Robert M. McWade, 

United States ConsulrGenerdl, 



EXHIBFT E. 



No. 21.] Custom House, 

Canton, 9th March 190^. 
Snt: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your dispatch of the 4th instant 
informing me that the firm trading at this port under tne name and style of Charles E. 
Richardson & Co. is a bogus firm, really consisting of Chinese who pay Charles E. Rich- 
ardson the sum of $1,000 per annum for the frauoulent use of his name; and in reply to 
state that the receipt of the above intelligence — ^for which please accept my thanks — has 
made it necessar]^ for me to refuse further applications from the said firm and to detain 
certain goods which were bein^ passed through the customs by them pending investiga- 
tion by the high Chinese authorities — the viceroy and the hoppo — to whom I have reported 
the case. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

R. DE LUCA, 

Acting Commissioner of Customs, 
Hon. R. M. McWade, 

United States Consul-General, Canton. 



Exhibit F. 

Canton, China, March 10, 1904, 
Hon. RoBEBT M. McWade, 

United States ConsyJrOeneral, Canton, 
Sib: Conforming to vour orders, on the 9th of March I visited the shop known as the 
Chas. E. RichardM>n & Co. for the purpose of informing Mr. Richardson that upon his 
filing a bond for the sum of $4,000 goods consigned to him would be released by tne cus- 
toms officials. 

I was accompanied by Mr. A. M. P. da Silva, chief clerk and interpreter of this consul- 
ate, and upon our arrival at the said shop we were informed by the coolies in charge that 
both Mr. Richardson and his clerk were m Hongkong, and there was no one to whom we 
could deliver our message. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

Russell Coleobovb, 
United States Vice-ConsvlrQeneral. 
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G. 

Department of State, 
Washington, June 22, 1899. 
H.T. Smith, Esq., 

Vice-Consul of the United States, Canton, China. 
Sm: In his dispatch No. 194 of the 9th ultimo, our consul-general at Shanghai reports that 
it is a common practice for Chinese to put their business imder the names of foreigners. 

lifr. Groodnow adds: "Men of all nationalities permit the use of their names For a small 
amount of money, saining thereby foreign protection for Chinese business. '' 

You are informed that the practice referred to is illegal and is not sanctioned by this Gov- 
ernment. You are directed m no case to extend protection of any sort to such Chinese or 
their property. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, Thos. W. Cridleb, 

Third Assistant Secretary. 



H. 

No. 532.] Legation of the United States of America, 

Peking, China,, December 18, 1899. 
Hubbard T. Smith, 

United States Vice-Consul, Canton. 
Sm: The attention of this legation having been called by the Chinese Government to the 
illegal and fraudulent use of foreign hong names by Chinese in order that they may avoid the 
payment of likin duties or for other reasons, you are requested to warn the American mer- 
chants hving within your consular jurisdiction that such practices can not but be damaging 
in their good reputation here, and that they will not have the support or sympathy of either 
the Government or the legation in such evil practices, and that they should not give i)ermis- 
sion to the fraudulent use of their names in any business or practice whatever. 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

E. H. Conger. 



I. 
McWade, Consul, Canton: 

Suspend proceedings against Richardson and liis property until further orders, releasing 
his books and cargo on bond of $4,000. 

Hay. 
Received March 9, 1904. 



Exhibit J. 

Canton, China, March 16, 1904. 
Chas. E. Richardson & Co. , 

In care of United States Consulate-General, Hongkong. 
Sirs: Repeated efforts have been fruitlessly made by United States employees to find you 
at your alle^d business addreas in Canton for the purpot^o of notif nng you that on enter- 
ing up a satisfactory^ bond for $4,000 gold either with the commissioner of the Imperial mari- 
time customs at Canton or at this consulate-general, the cargo claimed by you to belong to 
the aUeged firm of Chas. E. Richardson & Co. will be released, pending action by the Chinese 
authorities, and the few papers and one account book turned over voluntarily by Fung Hung 
"jviU be handed to you. None of the parties found at your alleged business address in Canton 
would receive any such notification lor you. They absolutely refused to do so. 
I am, sirs, your obedient servant, 

Robert M. McWade, 
United Staks Consul-Oeneral. 



Exhibit. K. 

Dispatch from 11. E. Tsen, viceroy of the Tim Kimngs to Hon. Consul-General Robert ]M 

McWade. 

Your Honor: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 18th day, 1st moon, 
regarding the fraudulent finn in Hing Loong street, having under false pretenses used the 
name of Chas. E. Richardson & Co. for the purpose of defrauding the Chinese Government 
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out of taxes^ etc., contents of which have my attention. I am exceedingly gratified to note 
that in the present case your honor has done your duty in your usual straightforward manner. 
In reference to this sort of cases, instructions had already been given to strictly forbid any 
Chinese from falsely using any foreigner's name as a foreign firm. 

As your honor has already lound out that the said Richardson's firm of Hing Loong street 
is solely owned by Chinese merchants and that the said Richardson has received money for 
their protection, which is a case of conspiracy with the Chinese to do evil, the parties con- 
cerned who have already abused the law should be severely dealt with and punished as a 
warning against future perpetrators. 

I have instructed the Nam Hoi magistrate to have the said firm sealed up and to have all 
the partners, managers, and others concerned in the business arrested, plainly investigated, 
and then to make a report to me before dealing with all of them. 

I have also requested the commissioner of customs at Canton to submit the whole matter 
with regard to the said Richardson's conspiracy with the native merchants who have bribed 
him for using his name in doing evils for the consideration of his excellency the hoppo; the 
latter official will accordingly communicate with your honor to have the said Richaroison pun* 
ished in accordance with me provisions of the treaty. 

With reference to the alleged deposition made by the defendant, witnessed by the deputy 
commissioner of customs, I shall deem it a great favor if you will kindly send me a copy of it. 

29th day, 1st moon, 30th year K. 8., March 15, 1904. 



Chas. E. Richardson & Co., 

Hongkong, March 16, 1904. 
Sm: Through certain instructions we hereby make a formal demand on you for the 
following two items: 

First. The release of 20 bales of cotton yam per steamship Ying King; 13 bales cotton 
yam per steamship Kwang Tung, and 2 bales cotton yam per steamship San Cheung. These 
35 biQes of cotton yam were detained by the Canton custom-house because of an official 
letter from you stating we were a bogus firm. I hereby enter a denial to this. 

Second. We also hereby make a formal demand for one chit book of Chas. E. Richard- 
son & Co., Canton, and one Chinese account book, which were taken from our office in 
Hing Loong Kai, Canton, without warrant by your clerk, Mr. da Silva. 

I also am desirous of a letter from you statins that you h^ve withdrawn from the custom- 
house at Canton the statement that Chas. E. Richardson & Co. are a bogus firm. 
I send this letter and formal demand bv the hand of a friend, Mr. Yung Fun Che. 
If you release this cargo on pemsal of this, kindly hand him (Fun Che) the order; if you 
refuse to do so, kindly hand hun a letter so stating the refusal. 

I wish Mr. Fun Che to return promptly and would ask your imemdiate action. I think 
your calm consideration since your action will show that you made a slight error. 
We are, sir, your obedient servants, 

Chas. E. Richardson & Co. 
Hon. Robert M. McWade, 

United States Consul-General, Canton. 



M. 

Hongkong, March 19, 1904* 
Robert M. McWade, 

United States ConsuMeneral, Canton. 

Sir: Yours of 16th at hand yesterday. 

I decline to put up a bond for $4,000 gold for cargo valued at a little over $4,000 silver. 
Also I decline to put up a bond so long as you must have anything to do with the case. 

Regarding the use of the word *' alleged" by you in the letter acknowledged, I would 
advise you to be cautious in your use of same. 

As the Nam Hoi Yuen has closed my office in Hing Loong Kai, I desire to know by 
whose orders, and if by yours or by your information I desire hereby, in behalf of Chas. E. 
Richardson & Co. and myself, to notify you that I hold you personally responsible for 
damages for loss of business, damage of business prestige, and damages for detention of 
cargo and other expenses. 

I leave in a few days for Peking to see your superior, the United States minister, as I 
have been instmcted to do so. ^ I take'with me proofs and books and invoices of my 
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business in Canton as transacted from here, and all sworn and certified to before the United 
States consul-general here, I would advise you to send the paltry scrapings you have to 
^e United States minister there. 

Further, in a day or two a former friend of yours leaves here, and among his effects are 
some choice materials in the shape of affidavits, some of which affidavits and proofs you 
have never thought of as existing. Besides this some papers of Mr. da Silva's. These go 
before Senator Foraker and some of the New York papers. Excellent campaioi stuff. 

Besides this, on the Trtmont, which sails in a few days, is one of the stockhmdeES of the 
above concern. Mr. A. B. Hammond is a twenty millionaire. He owns mines, railways, 
banks, sawmills, flour mills, race horses, and forms one of the political factions of Montana. 
My principal will thus inform the Senators of Oregon, Washington, and Montana of 
your actions. 

Tlie higher you build your castle the ereater will be its fall. 

If you wish to release the cargo, it will stop the expense of my trip and I will detain the 
rest of the stuff; also you must restore my shop to me; the papers you seized (not volun- 
tarily given), although they are of no value, and the account oooks does not deal with any 
affairs. Also you must give me a letter stating that you will eive me full protection in 
the future, ana to all my interests. If this is not in accord with your ideas, we will both 
fight each other. I have ri^ht and justice and the law on my side, and you have a momen- 
tarily tyrannical power and which you can avail yourself of so long as it is of avaiL 

CUAS. E. RiCHABDSON & Co. 

Per Chas. E. Richardson. 



N. 

Consulate-Oensral of the United States, 

. Canton, China, Man^ 22, 190J^ 
€has. E. Richardson, Esq., 

Care of United States Gonsuiate-Oeneral, Hanghmg. 
Sm: I received on March 21, 1904, your courteous communication dated March 19, 1904. 
I am unaware of the value of the consignment of yams, etc., in the hands of the authorities, 
And am quite willing to accept a satisfactory bond equal in value to the seized goods. 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States ConsuJrOeneral. 



O. 

Dispatch from His Excellency Sheung, the hoppo, to his honor the United States consul-general. 

I beg to inform you that I have received a dispatch from his excellency, the viceroy, stat- 
ing that ho has received a communication from the United States consul-general at Canton in 
regard to the existence of a bogus American firm in Hin^ Loong street. Canton, which has 
been established for the purpase of defrauding the Chmese Government revenue. The 
parties of such firm, in so aefrauding the Government, deserve punishment by being imposed 
with fine or sentenced to imprisonment, which your excellency would take the matter into 
action or not is at your discretion, but with it I have nothing to do, etc. 

His excellency further states that he has also received a communication from Mr. Luca, 
the commissioner of customs, on the same subject. The commissioner has already given 
instructions to his customs officers to disallow any appUcations for goods imported from the 
above firm henceforth, whose goods, which should be sent to the customs for examination 
before shipping, will be seized at once. He therefore submitted the matter to me for con- 
sideration to be inquired and acted upon, etc. 

His excellency remarks that Chinese merchants have been already notified that they 
should not misrepresent any foreigner's name as a foreign firm in defrauding the Chinese 
inland taxes, which has been recorded and strictly carried out into force. Now, in referring 
to the United States consul-general's report, the owners of that bogus firm are merely 
Chinese merchants using the name of C. E. Richardson, who has had received from them a 
sum of $1,000 per year for their protection. It seems to me that they have conspired 
together to play evil tricks, which is a very unlawful practice. 

His excellency has therefore at once instructed the Nam Hoi magistrate to send his con- 
stables to have the said bogus firm in Hing Loon^ street sealed up at once. The parties 
•concerned are aU to be arrested for trial and punishment. 



INSPECTION OF UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE ORIENT. 241 

His excellency has therefore instructed the commissioner of customs to make further 
inquiries fnnn the United States consul-^neral with regard to the conspiracy made between 
the Richardson and the merchants, and to make a report to me with a view that I may com- 
municate with ^rour honor with a request that jou will arrest the said Richardson, to be 
seyerely dealt with in accordance with the provision of the treaty. 

His excelleni^y the viceroy, has also instructed the board of the reorganization bureau to 
be in conjunction with his excellency, the treasurer, to have the matter taken up into action, 
and so forth. 

In view of the foregoing I have therefore the honor to request that your honor wiU, as soon 
as possible, cause the said Richardson to be arrested and punished in agreeing with the pro- 
vision of the treatv. 
^ Dated the 6th day, 2d moon, 21st March, 1904. 



P. 

No. 136.] Consulatk-General of this Untfed States, 

CanUm, China, July 11, 190^. 
Hon. E2dwin H. Conger, 

United States Minister, Peking, China. 
Sm: On July 4, 1904, 1 received your dispatch No. 2406, dated June 18, 1904, reading as 
follows: 

RoBEBT M. McWade, Esq., 

United States Consid-ifeneral, Canton. 
Sm: On May 31 I received a telegram from Richardson, at Hongkong, as follows: 
'Minister Conger, Peking: 

'•Secretary Peirce instructed McWade demand of viceroy the return of my shops and 
property seized. McWade demanded this four weeks a^o, but viceroy has not replied yet; 
therefore have requested McWade to telegraph you this fact to-day. Kindly have high 
authority instruct viceroy give answer at once. Delay only increases claim to be filed. 

** Richardson." 
Again to-day a telegram reached me in these terms: 

"Minister Conger, Peking: 

''Vicero}r and McWade do not answer my letters, which nve the points of law and treaty 
covering seizure case. Fear treachery from McWade. Shall I go Peking, or will you instruct 
McWa<fe and Chinese authorities to act? Have requested McWade wire you. 

*• Richardson." 

In reply, Mr. Richardson has been informed that I would await further report from you. 
Please give present condition of the case. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, E. H. Conger. 

I have the honor to report as foUows: 

On April 30, 1904, Hon. Herbert H. D. Peirce, Third Assistant Secretary of State, made 
an official inspection of this consulate-general and then instructed me to request His Excel- 
lency Tsen, viceroy of the Two Kwangs^ to turn over to Charles E. Richardson certain goods 
seized by His Excellency and bv the Oiinese imperial customs for alleged evasion of the likin 
and other duties. I have faithfully obeyed Secretary Peirce's instructions, as will be seen 
by the inclosed correspondence. I have already placed before you the full correspondence 
in this case — ^prior to the visit and instructions or Secretary Peirce. I now place the later 
correspondence before you and await your instructions. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, , 

United States Consul-general. 



Q. 

CuSTOM-HoUSE, 

Canton, 21st July, 1904. 
Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your dispatch of the 15th June, con- 
cerning the cargo detained b^ this office on bein^ applied for by the firm of Chas. E. Richard- 
son & Co., and, in reply, to inform you that it is not the practice of the customs to investi- 
gate or question ownerahip, but to examine goods for assessment ot d>i\N ^<\Ss0\^\RSRfii2^8i 
fdiem duty is paid. In tnis case, however, you took tY» VnitAaX^T^ %iA\si\«r?«Qft&'^r>5^ ^ 

H. Doc. 665, 59-1 16 
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warning against recognizing the said Chas. E. Richardson & Co. The customs must there- 
fore now await the instructions of the higher authorities, and it rests with you to obtain the 
issue of proper instructions in the matter. 

I nave the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

R. DB LnoA, 
Acting Cammisnaner of Customs, 
The Hon. R. M. MoWadb, 

United States Consul-Oenerdlf Canton, 



"R." 



No. 588.] Consulate-General of the United States, 

Canton, China, July 21, 190i, 
His Excellency Tsen, 

Viceroy of the Two Kwangs, 
YouB Excellency: I have the honor to acknowled^ the receipt of your dispatch dated 
10th day, 5th moon, and of the following communication, which I have just received from 
Hon. R. de Luca, acting commissioner or customs: 

CusTOM-HousE, Canton, July 21, 190^, 
Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of jour dispatch of the 15th June, oon~ 
oeming the cargo detained by this office on being apphed for by the firm of Chas. £. Rich' 
ardson & Co., and, in reply, to inform you that it is not the practice of the customs to 
investigate or Question ownership, but to examine goods for assessment of duty and issue 
permits when auty is paid. In this case, however, you took the initiative and intervened 
with a warning against recognizing the said Chas. £. Richardson & Co. The customs must 
therefore now await the instructions of the higher authorities, and it rests with you to obtain 
the issue of the proper instructions in the matter. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

R. DE Luca, 
Acting Commissioner of Customs, 
The Hon. R. M. McWadb, 

U, S. ConsulrOeneral, Canton. 

I awaited Commissioner de Luca's reply to my dispatch to him dated June 15 1904, 
before replying to your courteous commumcation, because it was necessary for me to know 
exactlv the stand taken by the customs in the matter. 

So tar as I am concerned, the case has not assumed a changed asi>ect since I last wrote 
to you concerning it. The instructions which I received from the Hon. Herbert H. D. 
Peirce, Third Assistant Secretaiy of State, were to the eflfect that he had examined the 
books of Chas. E. Richardson & Co. in Hongkong, that he had found them in proper shape, 
and that he felt satisfied that your and my suspicions in the case were unfounded. I hold 
to those instructions, well assured of their intent and of the fact that the Hon. Mr. Peirce 
must have been thoroughly convinced when he issued them to me. Those instructions 
held good then, they must hold good now. I therefore renew my demand for the return 
to Charles E. Richaxdson, through me, of all the seized or confiscated goods belonging to 
him or his firm. 

I earnestly trust that there will be no further delay in this matter. 

With assurances of profound esteem, I am, your excellency. 
Your obedient servant. 

United States ConsuIrOeneral, 



^X.'' 



Con. No. 2483.] Legation of the United States of America, 

Peking, China, July 28, 1904. 
Robert M. McWade, Esq., 

United States Consul-Oeneral, Canton, 
Sm: I received your No. 136, with additional documents, bearing upon the case of Mr. 
Charles E. Richardson. 

For reply I inclose you copy of letter which I have just sent to Mr. Richardson, and 
which will give you my view of the present condition of the case and suffice for your instruc- 
tions. I return Mr. reiroe's letter herewith. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, B. H. Conoeb. 
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[Inclosure No. — In dispatoh No. — .] 
Mr, Conger to Mr, Bichardson. 

Legation of the United States or Amebioa, 

Peking, Jvly 28, 1904. 
Chablbs E. Richardson, Esq., Hongkong. 

Sm: Refemng to my No. 2339, of the 14th instant, I have now received the foUowing 
report from Consul-Oeneral McWade concerning your case, and I regret that in its present 
condition it does not appear to be one in which Uie peremptory demands which you suggest 
can be successfully made upon the Chinese Qovemment. 

The papers show that both the viceroy and the consul-general have chaiged you with 
evasion oi Chinese laws, and some proof is furnished to sustain their chaiges. 

You were given an opportunity by direction of the Secretary of State, upon putting up 
a bond, to fuUy explain your connection with the Chinese firms, to refute the charges of 
your fraudulent connection therewith, and to regain possession of your property. This you 
railed to do, and in the papers presented to me, either by you or Mr. McWade, no sufficient 
explanation is given to the consul-genend of either your private business or of that carried 
on in connection with the Chinese firms to enable him to properly understand or take 
cognizance of your interests in order to protest them. It seems to me this should have 
been done. If you could, as you say you have done, furnish conclusive proof to Hon. 
H. H. Peirce that you were in fact the real owner of business claimed by the Chinese firms, 
then this proof should have been furnished the consul-general, and it would now appear 
in the Papers in the case. 

Mr. McWade appears to have tried faithfully to carry out Mr. Peirce's instructions, but 
to accomplish anything with the viceroy he very much needed the proofs just mentioned 
above. 

In view of the foregoing, the case appears to me in its present condition one suggesting a 
settlement by compromise rather than by peremptory demands. 

I would therefore recommend that vou rumish the consul-^neral the conclusive proofs 
above mentioned, consult frankly and freely with him, and through him with the vioeroy 
and customs officials, and see if some reasonable adjustment of the case can not be arrived 
at which wiU be satisfactory as to past business and a guaranty against troubles in the 
future. ^ 

Yours, respectfully, E. H. Conger. 



Con. No. 2486.] Legation of the Unfted States of America, 

Peking, China, Jvly 29, 1904. 
Robert M. McWade, Esq., 

United States Consm-Oenerdl, Canton. 
Sm: I confirm your telegram of the 27th, as follows: 
Conger, Peking: 

Just received following cable: "American Consul, Canton: Cheshire has full authority 
dealwith Richardson case. Furnish him all inf on" ation. Pei»^^." Please ftimish Cheshire 
all informatj^" 

McWade. 

As you have all possible information to furnish Mr. Cheshire in this case, it wiU not be 
necessary for me to send him any papers from here. 
Trusting that together you may mid a satisfactory solution of the disagreeable affair, 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

E. H. Conger. 



Consulate-General of the Unifed States, 

Canton, China, August 12, 1904. 
Chas. E. Richardson, Esq., 

Hongkong. 
Sir: His excellency the viceroy refuses peremptorily to return the confiscated property, 
declaring that he has ample evidence or your guilt. I inclose herewith qq^vqa <^1 ^ 
dispatches, which I have just had tranalatea. 
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I am instructed that the entire case has been referred to Hon. F. D. Cheshire, to ^om 
all books and documents therein must be presented. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, Robert M. MoWade, 

United States ConsuUGenend. 



Dispatch fnmi His Excellency Wo, representing His Excellency Tsen, the viceroy of the 

Two Kwangs. 

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your dispatch of the 9th day, 6th moon, regarding 
Mr. C. E. Richardson's case, contents of which are noted. 

In referring to this case, I had, after inquiries having been made, obtained strong proo£B 
from your honor proving that Chinese merchants Fung Hung and others had conspired 
with Mr. Richardson to falsely represent his name for the purpose of defrauding the Chmese 
revenue. 

. I have the honor to assure you that not only the goods and the two shops Fau Chuen 
and Chit Wo seized are to be disposed of and not to be returned to him, but even the goods 
detained by the commissioner of customs will be certainly confiscated, in accordance with 
the provision of the treaty. 

It Richardson had done no evil why did he not come to Canton at the time and apply 
to yx>ur honor for action to be done for him while he had concealed himself at a distance, 
avoiding his guilty charges) 

As your honor has been especially appointed here by your Government to deal with all 
international cases, but if you contradict your statements, from one to another, how oould 
we trust you in any future cases) 

As this case has been settled and at an end, we surely could not allow Richardson to 
to make any crafty excuse. 

As to the Question of His Excellency Peirce's command, you should, at your own discre- 
tion, make whatever reply to him, wmch has nothing to do with me. 

Dated 24th day, 6th moon, 5th August, 1904. 



Dispatch from His Excellency Wo, representing his excellency the viceroy of the Two Kwangs, 

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your dispatch of the 18th day, 6th moon, regarding 
Mr. Richardson's case, contents of which are noted. 

In reference to this case I have repeatedly received dispatches from you under the 
above subject, to which I have given you explicit reports in reply. 

When your honor at first took up the case you knew it was a matter for justice. 

In order to put a stop to Mr. Richardson's incessant false report, you should have made 
a report with the whole facts to His Excellency Peirce, the Third Assistant Secretary of 
State. 

But with regard to the seized goods and house property, I beg to assure you that they 
have been disposed of and could certainly not be returned to him. 

I have therefore the honor to notify you that you must give Richardson a good censure, 
should ho insist to offer you any more irksome reports, and as a matter of justice you 
must not take up his case again. 

Dated the 25th day, 6th moon, the 6th August, 1904. 
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Consulate-General of the United States, 

Canton, China, May £, 1904, 
Charles E. Richardson, Esq., 

Hongkong. 
Dear Sir: Ample protection will be given to you and to all American merchants and 
American firms trading in Canton and south China generally. This notice you will please 
accept literally. Please notify me when you propose to begm business within this consular 
jurisdiction. You wiU of course comply with the usual formalities attending registration, 
etc. 

I am, dear sir, your obedient servant, 

United States Consvl^eneral, 



Consulate-General of the United States, 

Canton, China, May 4, 1904- 
Hon. Herbert H. D. Peirce, 

Hongkong Hotel, Hongkong. 
Esteemed Sir: Mr. Charles E. Richardson called this morning and I told him in the 
presence of Rev. Robert E. Chambers, Mr. Shum, one of viceroy's confidential secretaries, 
and our chief clerk, Mr. da Silva, that I was prepared to receive his registration as an 
American merchant and to give him ample protection as such within the laws. I advised 
him that it would be necessary for him to comply with the laws and to do an open and fair 
business, giving the usual solemn assurance regarding the personnel and the capital of his 
firm. He demanded the return of the cargo or property seized by the vicerov and compen- 
sation for loss of business, etc. He said you had assured him that he would receive this 
compensation as well as the return of the confiscated property. I told him that I will 
communicate with the viceroy and reauest him to return the confiscated proi>erty, but 
felt that the idea of compensation imaer the circumstances was out of the question. I 
asked him ''don't you thmk so f to which he rep " 



; you thmk so?" to which he rephed '' I am not prepared to discuss that." 
I also told him to file his claim, that it will receive all the consideration that its 
importance merited. 

I am now communicating with the viceroy and will carry out your instructions to the 
letter. 

I am, esteemed sir, your obedient servant, 



United States Consul-Oeneral. 

Canton, China, May 4, 1904- 
His Excellency Tsen, 

Viceroy of the Two Kvoangs. 
Your Excellency : I am instructed by his excellency Herbert H. D. Peirce, Third 
Assistant Secretary of State, who has examined the books of Charles E. Richardson in 
Hongkong to receive Richardson's registration as an American merchant, to afford him 
ampfe protection, and, inasmuch as the said books show that he, thft said^^^SR^'^.^v^cL- 
ardson, had at least an interest in the firm of Char\e8Ei.^\G\iMdaaii StC^.,\ft^QC^««^»'^'^ 
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retum to him of so much or all of the seized or confiscated cargo or other goods as belonged 
to him and to release whatever property or properties, house or houses, which have been 
owned, rented, or leased by the said Charles E. Richardson as certified or proven bv leases, 
deeds, or rent books, properly stamped and sealed. The said Charles E. Richardson will 
of course bind himself to conduct an open and Intimate business. 

With assurances of profoimd esteem, I am, excellency, your obedient servant, 

Robert M. MoWade, 
United States ConsuMenerdl. 



Consulab-Servioe, Unfted States of America, 

Hongkong f May 6, 1904. 
Hon. Robert M. MoWade, 

United States Consul-Generalf Canton j China. 
Mt Dear Sm : Replying to your dispatch of the 4th instant I have to say that I instructed 
you that Mr. Charles £. Richardson exhibited to me unauestionable proof of his being a 
merchant upon his own responsibility and doing a lai^ee ousiness in flour and other com- 
modities and that therefore, and because he has proved to me that he is the real owner of 
the two firms in whose name he is doin^ business in Canton, your suspicions regarding his 
being engaged in evadine Chinese law by acting as a cover for Chinese in such ousiness is 
unfounded, and he should be released from any disability to carry on his business which 
your action may have put upon him. 

On the other hand, I desire to say that I have not promised him that he should receive 
any comnensation from the Chinese or any other authorities for loss of business. 

Your auty in the matter is perfectly clear, viz, to extend to him all such protection as is 
due of right to anv American citizen. 

I am, my dear sir, your obedient servant, 

Herbert H. D. Peircb. 



No. 504.] Consulate-General op the Unifed States, 

Canion, Chinas May 7, 190^. 
His Excellency Tsen, 

Viceroy of the Two Kwangs. 
Your Excellency: I have the honor to bring to your attention the following letter, 
which I have just received from His ExceUency Herbert H. D. Peirce, Tliird Assistant Secre- 
tary of State: 

"Hon. Robert M. McWade, 

*' United States Counsul-Genertdy 

"C anion, China. 
"My Dear Sir: Replying to your dispatch of the 4th instant I have to say that I 
instructed you that Mr. Charles E. Richardson exhibited to me unauestionable proof of 
his being a merchant upon his own responsibility and doing a large ousiness in flour and 
other commodities, and that therefore, and because he has proved to me that he is the real 
owner of the two firms in whose name he is doing business in Canton, your suspicions 
regarding his being engaged in evading Chinese law by acting as a cover for Chinese in 
such business is unfounded, and he should be released from any disability to carry on his 
business which your action may have put upon him. 

"On the other hand, I desire to say that 1 have not promised him that he should receive 
anv compensation from the Chinese or any other authorities for loss of busine^. 

Your duty in the matter is perfectly clear, viz, to extend to him all such protection 
as is due of right to any American citizen. 

"I am, my dear sir, your obedient servant, 

"Herbert H. D. Peirce." 

Under the facts above set forth I have the honor again to address you in the case of 
Charles E. Richardson, and to request your help enabling me to carry out the instructions 
concerning the said Charles E. Richardson and his firm or firms, the release of their proper- 
ties, and the goods seized or confiscated. 

I am, your excellency, yoiu- oKodient serv^ant, 

United States Consid-Oeneral, 
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Canton, May 9, 190J^. 
Robert M. MoWade, Esq., 

United States CoMul-deneralf Canton. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your favor of the 2d May, in which you 
inform me that ample protection will be eiven to myself and to all American merchants 
trading in Canton and South China generafiy, and that I am to accept this notice UteraUy. 
You ask me to notify you when I propose to begin business within your consular juris- 
diction. You also Bak me to comptj with the u£ual formalities attending registration. 

In reply I have to inform you that I am totaUy at a loss to understand the purport or 
drift of your letter. It is well within your knowledge that I have been canying on buai- 
ness in the Chinese city of Canton, in the Hing Loon^ street, under my own name and under 
the style or firm names of Fau Cnuen and Cnit (Ji^ Wo. You must be well aware of the 
fact that since the 24th July, 1903, I have owned the Fau Chuen shop and have carried 
on the business of a dealer in sugar; also that for the last two years I have nad a large interest 
in the Chit Wo shop and have carried on the same as a dealer in flour. 

Why you ask me to comply with the usual formalities attending registration I am also 
at a loss to understand, for I registered myself as an American subject at your consulate 
so far back as two and a half years ago, and that registration has never been canceled. 

In March of this year the Nam Hoi magistrate gave instructions to dose the two abov&- 
mentioned shop and also to close my office, whida was inside the Fau Chuen shop. The 
Nam Hoi magistrate's procedure was, as you are fully aware, wholly irregular and illegal. 

I now understand from Hon. H. H. D. Peirce, the Third Assistant Secretary of State to 
the United States Oovemment at Washington, that you have been instructed by him to 
approach the Nam Hoi magistrate with a view to the Chinese authorities reopening the 
aiMvennentioned shops and office forthwith, and that I am to be i>ermitted to continue my 
trades without disturoance from the Chinese authorities in the future. I also understand 
from Hon. Mr. Peirce that his Oovemment will put forward any right and lawful claim I fnay 
make against the Chinese authorities for any damaee I may have suffered through Uie 
wrongfm closing by them of my shops and for any Toss I may have sustained by reason 
of sudi closure. 

As the United States consul-general in Canton, I have therefore now the honor of request- 
ing you to kindly forthwith notify the Chinese authorities to allow me to forthwith open 
the two above-named shops and office and to allow me in the future to trade unmolested 
and undisturbed by them. Directly I have reopened my shops I shall be able to ascertain, 
by taking stock of their contents they were closed by the Chinese authorities, are intact 
or not, and I shall then be able to make up my claim against the Chinese authorities. 
Directly I have made up my claim I will forward you a copy thereof, and I shall request 
you to put same forward in the usual manner, in order that 1 may be compensated for the 
loss which I have sustained. In order that there may be no hitch about the matter, I shall 
also forward to the United States minister in Peking the original of my claim, together with 
copy of this letter and your reply. 

To somewhat repeat myself, what I respectfully request you to do is, to inform the 
Chinese authorities that I am to be permitted to open my shops and office and to trade 
therein; also to inform the commissioner of customs in Canton to deliver to me all cargo 
which he has detained belonging to me. 

I have the honor to l», sir, your obedient servant, 

Chables E. Richardson. 



Canton, China, May 10, 1904. 
Hon. R. DE LucA, 

Acting Commissioner Imperial Chinese Customs, Canton. 
Esteemed Sib: I am directed by the Hon. Herbert H. D. Peirce, Third Assistant Seo- 
retaiy of State, to admit the firm of Charles E. Richardson & Co. to registration as Ameri- 
can merchants and to give said firm ample protection as American merchants. I now 
notify you of that fact, and have the honor to ask you to place Charles E. Richardson & 
Co. on your official list of American firms, and to afford said firm the usual commercial 
facilities. 

I am, esteemed sir, your obedient servant, 

Robert M. McWade, 
United States ConsulrOeneral, 
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CAinoir, Chdi A, May t5, 1904- 

Sm: I have the honor to refer you to my letter of May 9, ad diowod to jrounelf. It is 
now more than fourteen days since I had the honor to recnieBt yoa to notify the CShinese 
authorities to allow me to forthwith open my two shops ana office releiTed to in that letter 
and to allow me in the future to trade unmolested and undisturbed by them. 

As the delay is quite a long one and inyolves waste money and the daily dday adds but 
to the expense, I have the honor to reouest you to suggest to his ezedlen^ ttie Tioeroy 
that an answer within forty-eight hours from the date ofthis letter wiU be wpieciated. 

His exceUency Mr. Peirce is at present at Peking, and if his ezoeUeDcy tbe Tioeroy can 
not return answer within forty-eignt hours I wish to lay the matter, by wire, through your 
honor before his excellency \fr. Peiroe before his departure from Pddng. 

On the other hand, if other matters are pressing with his excellency the viceroy, so that 
his exceUency can not return within forty-dght hours, if his exceUency wiU write you the 
time he will positiveljr return an answer I wifi wait that time, if reas on a b le, with pleasure, 
but such delays only increase costs. 

I trust your honor wiU at once lay the matter before his excellency the viceroy. 
I have the honor to remain, sir, your obedient servant, 
(Signed) Chaa. E. Riobabd80N. 

Hon. Robert M. McWadb, 

United Stales ConsuJrGenfral, Canton. 



No. 535.] CONSULATB^ENERAL OF TBE UnTTBD StATSS, 

Canitm, China, May £5, 2904- 
His ExceUency Tsen, 

Viceroy of the Two Kwange. 
Your Excellency : I have the honor to bring to your distinsuiahed attention the accom- 
panying petition from Charies E. Richardson, concerning whose case I have written to 
you on two occasions. The said Richardson caUed on me three times to-day regarding his 
claim, and I informed him on each occasion that as a matter of official courtesy I oDuld 
not and did not desire to attempt to hurry you in your decision in his case, a decision 
which, I liave no doubt, will bo a just one and eminently satisfactory. When I hear from 
you I will promptly notify the said Charles E. Richardson of your decision. 
With assurances* of profound esteem, I am, your exceUency, your obedient servant, 

Robert M. McWadb, 
United States ConsvMeneral. 



Dispatch from His Excellency Tsen, Viceroy of the Two Kwanga. 

I beg to acknowledge th(* receipt of your dispatches in which it is stated that the hon- 
orable Assistant Secn^tan- of State of the United States has commanded vou to apply 
for the release of Charles fi. Richardson's alk»ged property, etc., contents of which have my 
attention. 

In n^fen^nce to this case, I understand that the Fau Tsun sugar shop and the Chi Wo 
flour shop wew opt»ned by Chinese merchants, but had falsely used Richardson's name for 
the purpose of defrauding the Oiinesc* revenue; that the managers of the above shops 
had deposed in your consulati>-general that Richardson had received a sum of $1,000 per 
annum for using his name. 

Having n'ceived your communication on the subject before, I had instructed the local 
official and his excellency the hoppo to have the matter taken up. When the Nam Hoi 
magistrate arrested two coolies in>m the Fau Tsun sugar shop, they had personaUy 
deposed that this shop was opened bv Chinese merchants, the owners or which are as fol- 
lows: Mr. Choo Wo, native of Pun L^ district; Mr. Ng Kai, native of Shun Tak district; 
Mr. Fung Hung, native* of the Nam Hoi district. 

Then' wen* five hundrt^d and odd bags of sugar, being reallv the property of the Chinese 
merchants. The Chit Wo shop was also opened by Fung Ftung and other Chinese mer- 
chants. 

Tlirough my deputy officer, Mr. Wan, I have also received the account books, which con- 
tain aU accounts of commissions received by Richardson from various Chinese merchants. 
From this it has been proved that the above shops had used a false name, conspiring to 
cover other Chinese goods for the purjxjse of defrauding taxes. No excuse could be allowed 
after the case has been set forth. 
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As referring to the goods and furnitures and house property of the Fau Tsun sugar shop 
and Chi Wo flour shop, they have been seized and sold for forfeiture. Under the above 
circumstances I regret I could not accede to your requset as to release of the above- 
mentioned goods and property. 

But in rSerence to the alleged command of his excellency the Assistant Secretary of 
State of America, your honor should give him a detailed report on the fact of the Tviiole 
case, which report does not in any wajt concern the Chinese officials. 

With regara to the other goooB wluch had been sent to the Imperial Chinese custom- 
house for examination by Mr. Richardson, they were detained at your request. 

To find out whether such goods are really owned by Mr. Richaroson, or the Chinese mer- 
diants merely misrepresented his name for passing the customs examination, Mr. de Luca, 
the commissioner of customs shall be ordered to make strict inquiries into the matter 
before further proceedings take place. 

Dated the Idth day, 4th moon (the 29th May, 1904). 



CONSULATC^ENERAL OP THE UNITED STATES, 

Canton, China, May SI, 190^. 
Charles £. Richardson, Esq., Hongkong. 

Esteemed Sm: I have just received the inclosed dispatch from H. E. Tsen, viceroy of the 
Two Kwangs, in regard to your case . I wiU be happy to transmit to him promptly any com- 
munication from you on the subjects noted therein. I am to-day repeatmg my demand for 
the release and transfer to you of the goods, etc., and will act in this matter strictly in accord 
with my instructions. 

I am, esteemed sir, your obedient servant, Robert M. McWade, 

United States ConsulrGeneral, 



Canton, China, May Sly 190 J^, 
His Excellency Tsen, Viceroy of the Two Kwangs. 

Your Excellency: I have just received your dispatch concerning Charles E. Richard- 
son's claim for the release and the transfer to the said Richardson of the goods and property 
seized for alleged evasion of the revenue laws. It is my duty in strict accordance witn the 
instructions of the Hon. Herbert H. D. Peirce, Third Assistant Secretary of State, to press 
for the prompt release of the property, etc., seized and its transfer to the said Charles E. 
Richardson. I therefore desire, respectfully, to again urge upon your excellency the desira- 
bility of complying with the courteous request of the Hon. Mr. Peirce. Charles E. Richard- 
son has called on me frequently about his claim and I am naturally desirous of at once obey- 
ing strictly the commands of the honorable the Third Assistant Secretary of Stat« and of 
closing up this disagreeable business. 

With assurance of profound esteem, I am, excellency, your obedient servant. 

j^^ Robert M. McWade, 

United Stales Consul-Oeneral. 



Dispatch from H. E. Tsen, Viceroy of the Two Kwangs. 

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your dispatch of 11th day 4th moon in regard to 
Charles E. Richardson's case, contents of which nave my attention. 

In reply I beg to inform you that I have already given a full report in my last communica- 
tion to you and that I can not change my decision. I ask you to deal with the case in 
accord with my last advice. 

Please notify Mr. Richardson to obey as directed. 

Dated 17th day 4th moon (the 31st May, 1904.). 



Consulate-General of the United States, 

Canton, China, June 2, 1904- 
Charles E. Richardson, Esq., HongTcong. 

Esteemed Sm: Inclosed find a copy of a self-explanatory dispatch just received from 
£Qs Excellency Tsen, viceroy of the Two Kwangs. 1 will wnte him again, urging a change 
in his decision and obedience to my instructions. 

I am, esteemed sir, your obedient servant Robert M. McWade, 

United States ConsulrGeneral. 
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No. 540.] CONSULATB^ENERAL OF THE UnTTED StATES, 

Canton, China, June £, 190^. 
His Elxcellency Tsen, Viceroy of ike Two Kwanga. 

Yous Exgellenot: I am in receipt of your courteous dispatch dated 17th day 4th moon 
regarding the clfdm of Charles E. IGchardson, the details of which I have akcMuly placed 
b^ore you. I sincerely trust that you will not r^ard my insistence in this case as dis- 
courteous, in view of the existing conditions. U is my duty in accordance with my 
instructions to press for a fayorabto decision on your part. I therefore urge and entreat 
your excellency to review the case and to cause to be turned over to the said CSiaries £. 
Richardson all and whatever is justly due to him as an American merchant. 

With assurances of profound esteem and cordial friendship, I am, excellency, your 
obedient servant, 

Robert M. MoWads, 
United States ConsulrOeneral, 



Hongkong, June 2, 1904. 
Hon. Robert M. MoWade, 

United Statee Conatd-Oenerd, Canton, 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your dispatch of the 31st ultimo and 
indosure, the latter purporting to be a translation of a dispateh from his excellency the 
viceroy of the Two Ewangs, dated 15th dav, 4th moon (29th May, 1904). 

I have carefully perused tibe dispatch, wnich is a mass of inaccurate statements. I am 
prepued, if necessary, to deny in writing the statements contained in the dispatch. I 
claim, however, that this is unnecessaiy. 

I have, as you know, recently gone thoroughly into the matter with the Hon. H. H. D. 
Peirce, lliird Assistant Secrete^ of State, i^en he was recently in Hongkong, and fully 
satisfied him, the result being that he, as you know, communicated with you to the effe<i 
that the shops and office were to be reopened and aU cai]go restored to me intact. 

I now claim that Mr. Peirce's instructions be fully carried out by the Chinese authorities, 
and that within forty-e^ht hours from the time vou communicate with them I be placed 
in exactly the same position as I was in before tne shops and office were closed andicaigo 
seized, and for all losses I may have suffered or may suffer I intend to claim full compen- 
sation. 
Will you therefore please press the matter forward without delay. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

Chas. E. Richardson, 
Chas. E. Richardson & Co. 



Hongkong, June 3, 190^, 
Hon. Robert M. McWade, 

United States Constd-Oeneralf Canton. 
Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 2d instant and indos- 
ure, which crossed mine of the same date to you. I am very glad to hear from you that you 
wQl write to his excellency the viceroy of the Two Kwangs again urging a change in his 
decision and obedience to your instructions, and I trust that you will oe successfiu. 

May I bo permitted to refer you to articles 11 and 30 of the treaty between the United 
States of ^Vmerica and China, of the 18th June, 1858, also to article 12 of the treaty between 
France and China, of the 27th June, 1858. I claim that under the most-favored nation 
clause my goods are inviolable, and must be respected by the Chinese authorities. 

As I stated in my letter to you of yesterday's date, I have, as you know, been thoroufi^y 
into the matter of this seizure with the Hon. H. H. D. Peirce, the Third Assistant Secretary 
of State, and fully satisfied him as to my bona fide in the matter. 

If the Chinese authorities will not now move after forty-eight hours' notice, after being 
urged to do so by you, I would ask you to refer the matter officially to Peking and Wash- 
ington, with a view to further steps being taken, and I will dp the same. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

Chas. E. Richardson, 
Chas. E. Richardson & Co. 



Hongkong, June 5, 1904. 

Sm: I understand that the viceroy and Nam Hoi ma^trate are about to sell the house 

property of my office and the shops of Fau Chuen and Chit Wo, in which I am interested. 

You will please warn at once, in the most severe manner, the viceroy from doing such a 

thing, and I call upon you to at once use your utmost power to stop this further injustice. 

Until the case is decided by the highest of authority tne cases must remain in status quo. 

I am^ sir^ your obedient servant, 

CiiLxa. E. Riohardson. 
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No. 544.] CONSULATB^EIOCRAL OF THE UnTTED StATES, 

Canton, China, June 6, 1904. 
£Bs Excellency Tsen, 

Viceroy cf(he Two Kvxmga. 
YouB Exgellenot: I have the honor to place before you the inclosed communicationa 
from Charles E. Richardson. They are dated, respectively, June 2, June 3, and June 5, 
1904. 

I desire particularly to call your attention to Richardson's letter dated Hongkong, June 
5, 1904. In this, as in all other matters, I am exceedingly anxious that full justice &all be 
done, and I ask your excellency to withhold action in the matter of the proposed sale of the 
property and shops concerning which Richardson writes. 

I have the honor to suggest that further inquiries be made in this case, so that there can 
be nothing left obscured. 
With assurances of profoimd esteem, I am, your excellency, your obedient servant, 
(Signed) Robert M. McWade, 

U, S, Cansvl-QeneraL 



No. 551.] Consulate-General op the Unffed States, 

CanUm, China, June 8, 190^. 
£Bs Excellency Tsen, 

Viceroy of the Two Kuxmga, 
Your Exoellenct: I desire to brinf to your distinguished attention the following 
characteristic letter which I have received from Charles E. Richardson regarding his claim: 

"Hon. Robert M. McWade, ■ jfa-;.^^^^ 

" United States Coneul-Oeneral, CanUm. J - ' 



"Sm: To further show you how illegal, and without respecting the rights guaranteed by 
treaty, was the action of the viceroy in closing my office and two shops, I quote you from 
the GiinaJapan treaty of July 21, 1896: 

"* Article XX. Jurisdiction over the persons and property of Japanese subjects in 
China is reserved exclusively to the duly authorized Japanese authorities, who shall hear 
and determine all cases brought ^ftiiist Japanese subjects or citizens of any other power, 
without the intervention of tne Chinese authorities. 

"'Article XXI. If the Chinese authorities or a Chinese subject make any charge or 
complaint of a civil nature against Japanese subjects or in respect of Japanese property 
in Onina, the case shall be heard and decided by the Japanese authorities. * * ** 

"Therefore, according to the treaties, which the viceroy must respect, the Chinese author- 
ities had no jurisdiction over anything appertaining (even by association or relation) to 
mvself. In case of complaint, their metnod of procedure at that time was to lay the 
iniormation with you and you would then have had to proceed in the re^ar maimer 
laid down by the American law. This position does not now exist, as His Excellency 
Mr. Pierce, has heard the evidence and rendered his decision. 

"Thus I ask your honor to personally see the viceroy and ask him to adjust this case 
at once. I wish quick action, so I may, in case of the viceroy's refusal, prepare my case 
in a legal form and present through you to the viceroy's superiors. 

"It is quite within your honor^ nght and jurisdiction in case of the viceroy's refusal, 
to at once take possession of the two shops and office and put the American flag on same 
and then wait the viceroy's protest. I will place watchmen there at my expense if you 
do this. I strongly urge this procedure. 

"Reviewing the viceroy's oispatch of 29th May, 1904, to your honor, in reference to 
the cotton yam detained by the custom house, llie viceroy states he has ordered Mr. 
de Luca to investigate. I wish your honor would kindly write to Mr. de Luca asking this 
yam be returned at once to me. 

"I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

"Chas. E. Richardson, 
"Chas. E. Richardson & Co." 

As the foregoing is a part of the documentary evidence in this case, in the interests of 

1'ustice and as a matter of courtesy I place it before you. At the same time, however, 
[ beg to urge upon the propriety of acquiescing in the decision of the Hon. Herbert H. D. 
Peirce, Thind Assistant Secretary of State. 

With assurances of profoimd esteem, I am, excellency, your obedient servant. 

Robert M. MgWade, 
United States Consul-Qfx^jfx<iL. 
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Consulate-General of the United States, 

Canton^ Chinas June 16, 1904- 
Hon. R. DE LucA, 

Acting Commissioner of Customs, Canton. 
Esteemed Sm: I am in receipt of a disptatch from His Excellency Tsen, Tioeroy of the 
Two Kwangs, stating that you nave been instructed to make strict inquiries in the case 
of the goods seized as the alleged property of Charles E. Richardson, and neld for examina- 
tion at the imperial customs. I will be obliged to you if you will instruct me fully concerning 
the results of said investigation. 

I am instructed by the Hon. Herbert H. D. Peirce, Third Assistant Secretary of State, 
to assure you that said goods are really the property of Charles E. Richardson, and that 
he has found the same to be the case after making examination of Richardson's books 
in Hongkong. Of course, all property belonging to said Charles E. Richardson seized and 
detained by you will, imder the circumstances, oe turned over to him on proper proof of 
ownership. 

I am, esteemed sir, your obedient servant, Robert M. McWads, 

United States Consvl-Oenerdl, 



Dispatch from His ExcdLency Tsen, Viceroy of the Two Kvxmgs. 

I be^ to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, dated 3Ist May, 1904, in which it is stated 
that iSs Excellency Feirce, the Third Assistant Secretary of State, has instructed you to 
apply for the release of Mr. Richardson's property and goods, and that you have therefore 
to obey His Excellency Peirce's order as to request me as a matter of courtesy to return the 
property to Mr. Richardson. 

In reply I have the honor to inform you that I had previously received your last two 
communications on the same subi^t, but that with regard to the two firms in Hing Loong 
street, the Fau Chuen and Chit Wo, both of which had been under false pretenses using 
Mr. Richardson's name for defrauding the Chinese Government's revenue. As the manager, 
Fung Hung, had already made out an affidavit at your consulate-general and plainly con- 
fessed that he had paid Richardson annually money for the purpose of using his name. 

When your communication came to hand, before I had ordered the local authority to 
inquire into the matter and then to have the case taken up. When the Nam Hoi magistrate 
arrested the two coolies from the Fau Chuen shop, they deposed that this shop was really 
opened by Choc Wo, Ng Kai, Fung Hung, and otners, and that all the goods and property 
were owned by the same Chinese merchants. That the Chit Wo flour firm was also owned 
by Fung Hung and his partners. 

I had received an account book handed by you through my deputy, which contains 
accounts of commissions received by Richardson from all Chinese merchants. From this it 
proves strongly that ho had conspired with the Chinese and covered them of all their cargoes 
from paying taxes. No excuse could be allowed on his part after the development of the 
case, which I have duly notified you in my last dispatch. 

In recent years Chinese merchants have frequently conspired with foreign merchants to 
fraudulently fly their foreign flags for the purpose of evading payment of the interior likins, 
for which I had previously sent you communication to have such prohibited. 

In the present case, 1 have obtained strong proof to show that Mr. Richardson had 
received money for covering the transportation of their cargo, for which I could not certainly 
foreive him. 

I have therefore to ask you to submit for the consideration of His Excellency Peirce a full 
report on the above case as at first proposed by me. 

Dated 27th day, 4th moon (the 17th June, 1904). 



DispatrJifrom His Excellency Tsen, Viceroy of the Ttvo Kvxmgs. 

I beg to inform you that I have rep)eatedly received communications from you regarding 
Mr. Richardson's case for having received money for covering the Chit Wo and Fau Chuen 
firms from evading payment of likins; that you have been under instructions from His 
Excellency II. Peirce to request me for the release of the alleged property and goods, etc., 
of which I have furnished you with an explicit report in my last dispatch. 

Your dispatches, dated tne 24th and 27th day of the 4th moon, accompanied with reports 
from Mr. C. E. Richardson, duly came to hand. In reference to Mr. Richardson's statement 
in which he points out few articles from the treaty between China and Japan, it seems to be 
out of the proper point and being an unjust argument. 
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The most principal points in this case are: Whether the Fau Chuen and Chit We shops 
were opened by Richardson or not, or whether were they falsely represented by the Chinese 
merchants, or whether Richardson knew that the Chinese merchants had falsely used his 
name for which he had received money? 

But these two shops have been found out to be owned by Chinese merchants only, and their 
names have been obtained and proved by the two shop cooUes, Chan A Fai and another. 
And furthermore the deposition made before your honor by Fung Hung, the manager of the 
above shops, had been siCTed and witnessed by the commissioner of customs, and copies ci 
which hadbeen sent to the Nam Hoi magistrate to be recorded in his yamen. With regard 
to Mr. Richardson's illegral procedure, Fung Hung had given the whole statement to your 
honor, showing that Richardson had received money for covering the Chinese merchants, 
which statement has been strongly supported by the accoimt books which had been foi^ 
warded by your consulate general to our deputy for foreign affairs. 

Should those property and goods be really owned by Kichardson, why did he not appear 
at the time when the property was seized by the Chinese official. Then, when your honor 
issued a summon for his appearance, why has he concealed himself in Hongkong in order to 
avoid punishment for his guilt. 

Notwithstanding the case was originally brought up by you, on several occasions when 
our deputies called on you at your consulate general, they had highly praised you of the 
justice which you had done in tnis case. 

But in receipt of your recent dispatches, I am much surprised to, find that you have been 
endeavoring to extncate the said Richardson from his trouble. In your previous and present 
statements it seems most probably to be made out by two different persons, from wnich no 
reasonable course could be made out. The law of punishment on foreign merchants who 
should be found guilty of unlawfully covering any Cninese from transporting their cargoes 
should be strictly kept in -force, according to the provisions of the treaty. In the present 
case, Richardson has acted very arbitrarily to have received money from the said Chinese 
merchants with whom he had conspired for their covering. As I have obtained strong 
proofs against him, I could decidedly not in any way forgive him. 

As in recent years Chinese merchants have n«quently conspired with foreign merchants 
to hoist their flags for the purpose of defrauding and evading the payment of likins, which 
have been, however, strictly prohibited, but we areyet unable to stamp out entirely such 
practice. This would not only cause a loss to the Chinese revenue, but would also greatly 
damage the reputation of the foreign merchants. We must punish one or two as severely 
as possible in order to give a warning against any perpetrators in the future. 

1 sincerely trust you would not do any injustice as to shelter any one from his fault, and 
even His Excellency Peirce, who has been well celebrated for his reputation, would notallow 
Richardson to make any crafty excuse from beginning to end. 

I have therefore the nonor to reauest you to be so good as to submit the whole matter to 
His Excellency Peirce for his kina consideration, and that you must severely reprimand 
Richardson and caution him not to appear any more in this case, as in accord with the 
provision of treaty. 

Dated 10th day, 5th moon (23rd June, 1904). 

Viceroy's Yamen, 
Canton, May 2, 1904- 
Dear Mr. McWade: Inclosed herein I send you a copy of the affidavit taken by the 
Nam Hoi magistrate from a Chinese witness in regard to Richardson's case. 
With kind regards, always yours, 

Wen Tsunq Yao. 



The following is an affidavit made before the Nam Hoi magistrate by Chan Fai, an 
employee to the Fau Tsun Sugar Firm (Richardson's firm) : 

I am Chan Fai, 26 years of age, a native of the Pun U district. My father is dead; my 
mother is by the name of Li Shi, being 72 years old, and my wife is surname Ho, who has no 
children . I was formerly employed in the Yuen Cheong Loong shop at San Tau Lan, Canton, 
but I joined the Fau Tsun shop on the 2nd day, 1st moon, this year, in Hing Loong street. 
The owners of the latter shop are: Fung Hong, about 30 years of a^e, native of Pun U 
district, Whampoa; Choo a Wo, native of Sin Cnong, Shunk Tak distnct; Ng a Kai, native 
of Fatshan. 

Fung Hung was also manager of the shop. Wai Yiu and Mak Yao were accountants. 
Li Chiu and Ma Chok were also employees; besides there were 12 others^. The whole biisi- 
ness was under the command of Fung Hung which was dealing in native sugar and foreign 
sugar. The ^oods were generally bought from Hongkong and sometimes here, but the 
taxes were hitherto represented by the Richardson Company and the Chit Wo foreiga 



254 INSPECTION OF UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE ORIENT. 

firm. The office of the Richardson Company was at the top floor of the Fau Taun shop. 
The clerk of Mr. Richardson was sumamed Ip, who is a native of Tai Shan, Pun U dis- 
trict; age about 20 years. Since I joined this firm I have never seen any foreigner come. 
Nor have I seen Richardson, from whom Mr. Ip had always received letters, and as a usual 
course, he translated them upstairs before brought to Shameen. Richardson & Co. had 
also dealt in yam and sugar, but I have never seen any flour. Goods that have been 
seized in shop are 590 bags sugar packed in mat bags which were bought from the Shing 
Loong shop in Yung Kwong street. Some of them were packed in baskets, all of which are 
native sugar. Those that are packed in cloth bags are foreign sugar. Large bags or bas- 
kets may be sold at $5, all of wnich are the property of the Fau Tsun firm, but they merely 
used the foreigner to pass them in the custom-house. I don't know where Fung Hunff 
and Ip went to. I am willing to send word to some one to get Fung Hung here, whidi I 
hope your honor will kindly approve. 



Hongkong, June 2^ 1904- 

Sm: Hand you herewith my answer to the viceroy's dispatch as prepared by my solic- 
itors, Johnson, Stokes, & Master. 

I wish you to press severely for a favorable reply and within forty-eight hours. 

The detail which the viceroy gives is an old trashy story to His Excellency Mr. Peirce 
and mjrsetf . When Hik Excellency Mr. Peirce came here I handed him a copy of Fung 
Hung's statement (exact to a word). This was all lies, to you. Copies of your letters to 
viceroy, copies viceroy's letter to Nam Hoi magistrate, copies of letters from conunissioner 
to viceroy, Chan Fai's (coolie of Fau Chuen) statement to Nam Hoi magistrate, Nam Hoi 
magistrate's decision in the Fau Chuen case and others. Thus see the papers and charges 
were handed to His Excellency Mr. Peirce and all he had to do was to prove the inaccuracy 
of the matter. I showed my books, profits, bank books, my financial standing, payments, 
invoices, contracts, etc., until he could see or a blind man could see the truth. 

When I got these papers (copies of correspondence) is no ones business, too, at enor- 
mous cost. When I nght, I fight without reference to cost. I only fight when rieht. 

Now, if the viceroy refused to accede for the new demand, I will fight until I down the 
viceroy. At Peking and Washington I will work without intermission. 

I have the plan prepared. I will discuss some of it with you when I go up. Already 
my principals at home have the Senators of Oregon, Washington, and Montana waiting 
the issue. This letter is not for transmission to viceroy. 

I know you like a good fight and we are in for one with the Chinese. We will win, never 
fear. 

You will also please write to the commissioner of customs to return me this cotton yam. 

I shall leave Sunday night for Canton, then will expect a reply. Impress upon the vice- 
roy that His Excellency Mr. Peirce knows all that he claims to — more too — about the truth. 

I will see that I get "back my shops and cargo and damages besides. 
I have the honor to remain, sir, your obedient servant, 

Richardson. 

P. S. — The Chinese authorities have no right to try my case or detain my property by 
treaty. They can only notify you. But my case was tried by His Excellency Mr. Peirce. 
Now, when the Chinese refuse to abide by your instmction they break the treaty. Ask 
them by what treaty right they have done all this. Quote the treaty. 

Chas. E. Richardson. 



Hongkong, June 3^ 1904' 

Sm: Thinking that the Chinese may not thoroughly understand the exact meaning of 
the words of "appertaining" and "inviolable" in article 12 of French treaty of 1858 copy 
the following from "Century Dictionary:" 

"Appertain:" To belong or pertain, as a part (to the whole), a member (to a class), a 
possession, or an attribute, belong by association or normal relation. 

"Inviolable:" First, not to be violated — having a right to or a guaranty of immunity; 
that is to be kept free from violence or violation of any kind, as infraction, assault, arrest, 
invasion, profanation, as inviolable peace or oath, inviolabe territory, inviolable sanctity. 
Second, that can not be violated; not subject to violence; incapable of being injured. 

I think if his excellency the viceroy will study these definitions he will conclude he has 
erred in his actions. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, Chas. E. Richardson. 

Hon. Robert M. McWade, 

United States Consul General, Canton, 



INSPECTION OF UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE ORIENT. 265 

[Telegram.] 

Peiboe, State DepartmerUf Washington: 
Private pushing Richftrdson case persistently. Sent Conger oorrospondenoe. 

MoWadb. 
Sent July 25, 1904. 

[Telegram.] 

Pkibob, State DeparimerUf Waahinffton: 

Viceroy obstinate; claiming abundant evidence Richardson's smuggling. Am persist- 
ently pressing return confiscated good. 

MoWadb. 

Sent July 26, 1904. 



JTelegram.] 
Amebigan Consul, Canton: *'^ 

Cheshire has full authority deal with Richardson case; furnish him all information. 

Pbibob. 
Received July 27, 1904. 



V. 



No. 607.] Consulate-Genbbal of the UNirED States, 

Canton, China, August 5, 1904- 
His Honor Nam Hoi, Magistrate. 

YouB Honob: I have received the following petition from Charles E. Richardson, an 
American citizen: 

"Canton, August 5, 1904. 
"Hon. R. M. MoWade, 

" United States Consul-Generdl, Canton. 
" Sm : In a Chinese paper of Canton of the day before jresterday , there was an article which 
stated that one namea I^ Pak Shan had offered for the illegally seized property of the Chit 
Wo and Fau Chuen shops 3,200 taels, and that the Nam Hoi magistrate answered that if 
thev paid 200 taels more that he would sell them to him. 

I wish you would write to the Nam Hoi magistrate and tell him and also the viceroy that 
this sale must not take place. 

" If they intend to dispose of these shops they must give me due warning, at which time I 
will wire Washington and prevent the safe; also to my principals at home, so that Uiey may 
act. 

"I am, sir, your obedient servant, Cbablbs E. Richabdson." 

Richardson claims that the shops named in the foregoing petition belong to him. I there- 
fore uige upon you to postpone tneir proposed sale or tnmsfer until the status of the Rich- 
ardson claim is definitdlv settled by the high authorities at Peking and elsewhere, to whom 
it has been deferred. This I do solely in we interests of justice. 

With assurances of esteem, I am, excellency, your obedient servant, 

RoBBBT M. MoWadb, 

U. 8. Consut^enend. 



W. 



No. 608.] CONSULATB^BNEBAL OF THE UnITED StATES, 

Canton, China, August 6, 1904. 
His Excellency Tsen, Viceroy ofiKe Two Kwangs, 

YouB Exgellengt: I have the honor to \mns to your distinguished attention the 
following petition, which I have received from Charles E. Richardson, an American citizen: 

"Hon. RoBEBT M. McWadb. 

Uniiei Stales ConsulrGenerdI, Canton. 
"Sib: In a Chinese paper of Canton of the day before yesterday there was an article 
which stated that one named lA Pak Shan had offered for the illegally seized property of 
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the Chit Wo and Fau Chuen shops 3,200 taels, and that the Nam Hoi magistrate answered 
that if they paid 200 taels more that he would sell them to him. 

"I wish YOU would write to the Nam Hoi magistrate and tell him and also the yiceroy 
that this sale must not take place. 

" If they intend to dispose of these-shops they must give me due warning, at which time 
I will wire Washington and prevent the sale; also to my principals at home so that they 
may act. 

** I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

Chables E. Richabdson." 
As the Richardson case has been referred to high authorities at Peking and else^dieie 
for adjudication, I urge upon you the justice and propriety of commanding the NaovHoi 
magistrate to make no sale or transfer of the shops in question until a decision has been 
reached. 

With assurances of profoimd esteem, I am. Excellency, your obedient servant, 

Robert M. MoWads, 
. - f^^ United States CansvlrOeneral. 



[Inclosuie 9.] 
Memorandum from United States constdate-^enerdl, Canton. 

AFFIDAVrrS, ETC., IN BE RICHABDSON'S CASE. 

1. Affidavit from Consul-General McWade. 

2. Affidavit from Chief Gerk A. da Silva. 

3. Affidavit from Interpreter Lam Hon Wan. 

4. Affidavit from Chinese writer Won^. 

5. Reply from His Highness Nam Hoi, magistrate. 

6. Dispatch from Minister Conger with two inclosures. 

7. Copy of register of American firms. 



Consulate-General of the United States, 

Canton, China, August 22, 1904- 
On Thursday, August 18, 1904, Mr. Lai Tai Yu, the treasurer and Mr. Chan A. Fook, the 
vice-president of the Canton and Hongkong Ice and Cold Storage Company(Lunited), 
called upon me, and, in the course of conversation, stated that they had been commissioned 
by certain persons who were Chinese merchants connected with the shops Chit Wo and Fau 
dhuen, to say to me that they were willing to pay to me for the hkjh authorities $3,000 or 
$3,500 in payment of fines incurred by the said firms, Chit Wo and Fau Chuen, in smuggling 
operations whilst trading under the style or firm name of Charles E. Richardson & Co. His 
Excellency Wen came in during the conversation and the offer was related to him, and he 
advised ^l^. Lai Tai Yu and Mr. Chan A. Fook to counsel those Chinese merchants to come 
here and to tell the whole truth concerning the smuggling transactions of the firms Chit Wo 
and Fau Chuen, adding that under no circumstances would they be punished and that all that 
was sought by the Chinese authorities was simply justice. I informed them that I could 
not receive any of the moneys named, even for transmission to the authorities, and that I 
felt it was best to pay it direct. Mr. Chan A. Fook and Mr. Lai Tai Yu thought otherwise 
and said it would be a great favor on my part if I would do it for them. This offer was made 
with the expressed desire that the Chit Wo and Fau Chuen shops should be allowed to 
resume their old business, the parties agreeing never more to violate the provisions of the 
treaty by corrupt arrangement with Charles E. Richardson or any other foreigner. 

Robert M. MoWade, 



I certify that the foregoing is substantially correct. 
August 22, 1904. 



United States Consul-Oeneral. 

Robebt M. MoWade, 
United States Constil-Oeneral, 
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Consulate-Genebal op the United States, 

Canton, China, August 20, 1904. 

I took the statement of Fung Hung in the presence of Interpreter Lum and Writer Wong, 
Interpreter Lum acting as interpreter for Fung Hung. His statements were given willing, 
in the hope of consul-general protecting him and obtaining the release of his cargoes. He 
was not threatened by anyboav in this office. He said Richardson was never a partner in 
the business, and that Hicharoson was paid $1,000 per annimi solely to lend his name to 
pass all goods through the customs and to save likin duty. When I and Interpreter Lum 
called at the office ofRichardson, Fung Hung took us round all the rooms in the said house 
and showed us everything — cargo, books, etc. — and told us we could take any books we 
pleased, but we only brought a oiit book and a Chinese account book to the office with us. 
He offered to send all books to the office if we wanted, but we said no, and no threats were 
used by us, because it was unnecessary; he willingly offered everything, and did all this 
for the sake of obtaining protection for himself and release of his cargoes then detained at 
the custom-house. Fung Hung*s statements were taken by me and afterwards read by the 
interpreter to him, and then it was copied in ink by Interpreter Lum, who afterwards, in 
the presence of consul-^neral and Deputy Commissioner Schmidt, read all over again to 
Fung Hung before he signed the document. 

He was also questioned by Mr. Schmidt in the presence of consul-general and Inter- 
preter Lum. 

A. DA SiLVA, 

Chief Clerk, United States Coneulaie-General. 
Sworn and subscribed before me this 20th day of August, 1904. 
[seal.] Robert M. MoWade, 

United States ConsvJ-General. 



I, a translator and interpreter of the United States consulate-general of Canton, do sol- 
emnly declare and make my statement as follows: 

Some months ago, when Fung Hung, the manager of the Chit Wo and Fau Chuen shops, 
came to this consulate-general, I was instructed by Consul-General McWade to take down 
the statements made by Fung Hung. Then I came to my office with Fun^ Hung, when 
Mr. Silva took down his statement through me. As soon as he completed his statement I 
made a fair copy from Mr. Silva's writing. I recollect he said both firms were owned by 
Chinese merchants. He simply engaged Mr. Richardson and paid him a sum of $1,000 per 
aimimi for using his name in order to defraud the Chinese revenue. I translated the state- 
ment verbally to him, clause by clause, in the presence of the consul-general. He gave out 
the statement quite voluntarily, simply because he intended to get consul-general helping 
him to get the release of his cai^oes from the custom-house. 

We had never used any threats or enticement to compel him to make out such state- 
ment. Wlien he signed the statement before the consul-general, the assistant commissioner 
of customs, Mr. Schmidt, was present and signed as a witness. When the statement was 
read to him in Chinese, I asked nim if the statement given by him was right. He answered 
"Yes." 

I was then ordered to call on the Fau Chuen shop with Mr. Silva the next morning. When 
we called there we were showed some account books. Mr. Silva asked him if he had any 
objection to his taking the books to our office . He answered " No.'' So Mr. Silva took away 
an account book and a chit book. 

Lam Hon Wan, 
Interpreter, United States Consulate-General. 

Sworn and subscribed before me this 20th day of August, 1904. 

[seal.] Robert M. McWade, 

United States Consul-General, Canton, China. 



Statement made by Wong Kut Shun, a Chinese writer, to the United States consulate-general. 

Owin^ to the detention of his cargo by the Canton custom-house, Fung Hung attended 
this United States consulate-general with intention to solicit his honor to get back the 
cargo for him. 

Accordingly he made out a statement saying that the Fau Chuen and Chit Wo shops 
were solely opened by himself, with his partners. Mr. Richardson had no shares at all, but 
was only employed as a taipan at a salary of $1,000 per annum as a compensation for what 

H. Doc. 665, 59-1 17 
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he had done in the business. When Fung Hung gave the statement, I was present and 
saw Mr. Lam, the interpreter, make a copy of it. Fung Hung was never threatened nor 
compelled to make out such statement. 

Fung Hung made out the statement volimtarily, and confessed everything, after which 
I laughed at his foolishness. 

Dated the 10th day, 7th moon (the 20th August, 1904). 

(Signed) (Chinese writing.) 

Sworn and subscribed before me this 20th day of August, 1904. 

[seal.] Robert M. McWade, 

United States ConsvMeneralf Canton, China. 



Dispatch from Mr. Fn, the Nam Hoi magistrate, to the honorable United States consul-general. 

Your Honor: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your dispatch regarding Mr. C. E. 
Richardson's claim for his two shops, said to be his property, contents or which are noted. 

Upon inquiry I have found that the two shops Fau Chuen and Chit Wo, on account of 
having falsely represented themselves as foreign merchants in order to defraud the C^hinese 
revenue, had been seized and sealed up by my predecessor, Mr. Tiu, who had at first made 
strict inquiries and obtained strong proofs before he took up such action, the development 
of whose secrets was discovered by your honor. 

Mr.Yiu then reported the facts to his excellency the viceroy, who had then given his 
decision as follows: 

"No matter whether these shops are the property of Fung Hung or being leased from 
others, they must be confiscated to the Chinese Government and wifi be disposed of by the 
magistrate, the cost of which will be turned into the colleges fund. Should the landlord 
appeal to the magistrate for the recovery of his property, he will be directed to arrest Fung 
Hung, to be delivered to your court for trial and to be compelled to return the property. 
Accordingly his excellencj' had received a dispatch from your honor rec^^uesting that the 
seized property was to be returned to Mr. Richardson, in reply to which his excellency had 
refused to comply with." 

In obedience to his excellency's order these shops have been forfeited and will be dis- 
posed of for cost, to be turned over to the colleges fund. 

Some time ago certain nominal official, Mr. Lo Sing, has p)etitioned to me that the two 
houses were owned by the Man Sing Society. He was ordered to produce his deeds to the 
said property, with a petition and a sufficient sum of money to be in readiness pending for 
instructions. 

From these facts it may be strongly proved that these two houses do not belong to Mr. 
Richardson. 

As requested by your honor that the two shops claimed by Mr. Richardson as his prop- 
erty must not be sold, etc., I regret I can not comply with your request. 

However, I have to report the matter to mv high officials. 

Dated 8th day, 7th moon (the 18th August", 1904). 



Con. No. 2512.] Legation of the Unfted States of America, 

Peking, China, August 11, 1904. 
Robert M. McWade, Esq., 

United States Consul-General, Canton. 

Sm: I have received your No. 147, with its inclosures concerning the case of Charles E. 
Richardson. 

I note the paragraph to which you call my attention in Mr. Richardson's letter, and have 
to say that the only approach to any such statement, in any of my correspondence with 
him, is the following: 

On June 18, 1 said: "Upon receipt of further report from the consul-general, which I am 
awaiting, proper action will be taken," 

On July 7: "As soon as the official report of the consul-general reaches me your case shall 
have careful consideration," 

I inclose the original letters of Mr. Richardson herewith, as 1 expect Mr. Cheshire will be 
in Canton when this reaches him. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, E. H. Conger. 
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Hongkong, June 14, 1904^ 

Sm: Nearly ten days have elapsed since you submitted my letters, containing the points 
of law and of the treaty in my case, to His Excellency's viceroy. I have no won! from you 
re his answer. 

This delay is unreasonable, and I wish to know if his excellency is going to settle or not. 
Your Honor told me that you would personally see his exceUency about this case last week, 
but I have no advice from you as to this. 

Therefore, I now call upon you as the consul-general of the United States to at once take 
possession of my office and two shops which his excellency the viceroy has illegal posseasion 
of, and then to give same into m^ possession. 

I also call upon you in your official capacity to at once wire the United States minister at 
Peking that the viceroy has refused your demand, and to have the viceroy notified to restore 
all mv property intact and ^ttle the damages which I have sustained. 

I also request you to forward copies of all the papers to Minister Conger. If I do not hear 
from you Thursday I will wire Mmister Conger also. 

A3 nis excellency the viceroy has no legal or treaty right to interfere with my property or 
person, or even to decide what is my property, I make this call upon your official services 
as the representative of the United States Govermdent, of which nation I am a citizen. 

I wish you to take the steps at once which will restore me my property at once. This 
daily delay is costly to me. As an American citizen I am entitled to guaranteed rights by 
the Constitution and American law and by the treaties between China and other nations, 
and these rights are inviolable. 

I have the honor to remain, sir, your obedient servant, 

CUAS. E. RiOHABDSON, 



Hon. Robert M. McWade, 

United States Consid-Oeneralf Canton. 



CiiAs. E. Richardson & Co. 



Hongkong, July 29, 1904, 
Hon. Robert M. McWade, 

United States Consul-General , Canton. 
Sir: I learn that the viceroy of Nam Hoi magistrate are negotiating toward the selling of 
the Fau Chuen and Chit Wo shops illegally seized by them. 

I protested once before against this procedure, and I now ask you to again warn these two 
officials in the most severe manner against doin^ this. 

I had a letter from Minister Conger the other (my, in which he says that the minute he has 
your report he will take the matter up strongly. Wan Chung Yu, the viceroy's secretaiy, 
however, talks that the case is settled, and I wish you to have this gossip stopped. 
I am wiring Peking, and if necessary will wire Washington. 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

Chas. E. Richardson. 



American firms . 

1898: Deuroche&Co.,byP.C.Deuroche,ceased/ Standard Oil Co., of New York, by J. W. 
Bolles, attorney. 

December 21, 1901 : Georee Key & Co., by George Key, ceased; Sperry Flour Co., by 
W. J. G. Whiley; Equitable Life Insurance Co., by F. Kiene; New York life Insurance Co., 
Wah Shuck, manager Pok Cheung Bank, Leung Yuen King. 

1902: American-China Development Co. 

April 26, 1902: T. E. Griffith, by T. E. Griffith. 

July 9, 1902: Chas. E. Richardson & Co., by Chas. E. Richardson, ceased. 

September 30, 1902: Singer Manufacturing Co., by J. H. Derbyshire; Choo Cheong, silk 
merchant of Canton. 

1903: Lee Tung Yiu & Bros. 

January 9, 1903: Hyde & CoUinwood, of Swatow, by George Collinwood, ceased. 

January 20, 1903: Jewett & Bent, care of Rowe & Co., by P. S. Bent. 

March 11, 1903: South China Commerical Co., by W. F. Gary, ceased. 

April 30, 1903: Murray & Co., by J. S. Murray. 

May 7, 1903: Murray '& Co., by J. S. Murray; Oriental Life Insurance Co. (Limited) by 
D. V. Murray, M. D. 

June 8, 1903: Smith, Murray & Co., by Louis Smith and H. V. Murray. 

June 18, 1903: Louis Smith & Co., by Louis Smith, ceased; The C. B. Perkins Co., by C. B. 
Perkins, dissolved April 5, 1904; Kai Wo Co., by Lung Kam Goe. 
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[Inclosure 10.[ 

HU Excellency Hu Hsiang-linf provijunal treasurer of Kiiang Tung Provincef to Mr. F. D. 
Cheshire, United States Consul-general. 

Canton, August 21, 1904. 

Sm: I was pleased with the call you made on me yesterday and the interview we had 
together. 

In the matter of the case of Mr. C. E. Richardson, to which you alluded at the interview, 
I heg to inform you that some time ago Mr. McWade, United States consul-general at Canton, 
in the presence of the deputy commissioner of customs, acknowledged a statement of one 
Fung Hung, a Chinese mercnant, to the effect ''That the firm of C. E. Richardson & Co. 
was a Chinese concern; that Mr. Richardson was paid the suni of $1,000 annually for the 
fraudulent use of his name." 

His excellency the viceroy, later instructed the Nai Hai magistrate to summon before him 
CSiem Fai, an employee of the Fau Chuen firm; he examined him and found his statement 
about the same as Fung Hung's. The magistrate seized certain books and papers of the 
Fau Chuen firm and there is ample evidence that Mr. Richardson had received from Chinese 
merchants sums of money as bribes, and that the firm of C. R. Richardson & Co., was 
merely a Chinese firm, falsely representing it in name only. That it is not a bona fide 
foreign mercantile establishment there is ample proof. 

The illegal use of a foreign name for the purpose of evading the payment of likin in the 
interior is not only a violation of existing reflations, but it very seriously injures the rep- 
utation of foreign merchants, and cases of this kind should be severely dealt with as a warn- 
ins to others in the future. 

I beg to inclose the statement of Chen Fai, of the Fau Chuen firm, which I ask you to duly 
peruse, as it will make known to you the real circumstances of the case in question. 

Card of provincial treasurer with compliments. 



Testimony of Chun Fai, an employee of the firm of Fau Chuen. 

There are three partners in the firm of Fau Chuen, namely: Fun^ Hung, native of Wham- 
poa. Pun Yu distnct; Choo Wo, native of Sin Chong, Shun Te district; Ng Kai, native of Fat 
Shan, Nan Hai district. 

Fung Hung was the manager of the firm. The whole business was under the order of 
Fung Hung, which was in native and foreign sugar and yam. The foreign sugar was 
brought from Hongkong and the dutias were paid by the Mei Lee firm (C. E. Richardson & 
Co.), whose office was on the first floor of the \ au Chuen shop, and by the foreign firm Chieh 
Chen ( ?) , on the Hing Lung street. The clerk in Mr. Richardson's office on the first floor was 
a man named Ip, who understood English. When duties were to be paid and other matter 
to be attended to these were looked after by Mr. Ip. I really do not know whether Fung 
Hung engaged the services of Mr. Ip or not. I have never seen any foreigner come to the 
shop and I have never seen Mr. Richardson, the American merchant. When the shop was 
seized by the Chinese authorities there were five hundred and ninety odd bags of sugar, the 
bona fide property of the Chinese firm of Fau Chuen, but the goods were passed the custom- 
house, and duties paid in the name of the forei^ firm. I do not know where Fung Hung 
and Ip went to. I am willing to send a note urging them to appear without delay berore the 
court. 

True translation. 

F. D. Cheshire, 
United States Consul-General. 



[InclosuFG No. 11.] 

Extract from account book of Mei Moo firm (C. E. Richardson & Co ), seized by the 
Chinese authorities, being the only l)ook that was found having reference to C. E. Rich- 
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ardson & Co. business. In this book are entered the receipts and expenditures of the said 
firm for the 29th year of Ewanghsu. This was handed to me by viceroy's secretary. 

RECEIPTS. 

2nd day, 1st month: Taela. 

Received from Heng On, coiomissions for last month, last year 19. 080 

Received from Choo Tai, commissions for last month, last year 17. 980 

Received conmiisaions on yam from 24th to 29th, last month, last year 1. 872 

9th day, 2nd Moon: 

Received from Heng On, commissions for 1st month, 30th year E. H 19. 050 

Received from Chit Wo, commissions for 1st month, 30th vear K. H 12. 616 

Received from Fau Chuen, commissions sugar for 1st month, 30tbyear K. H. . 14. 040 

Received from Choo Tai, conunissions for 1st month, 30th year K . H 18. 052 

2nd day, 3rd Moon: 

Received from Chit Wo, commissions for 2nd month 10. 974 

Received from Heng Ho, commissions for 2nd month 9. 900 

Received from Nan sheng, commissions for 2nd month 0. 600 

Received from Ho Lee, commissions for 2nd month 1. 400 

Received from Choo Tai, commissions for 2n(i month 10. 200 

Received from Fu An, commissions for 2nd month 4. 800 

15th. 4th Moon: 

Received from Chit Wo, commissions 6. 450 

Received from Fau Chuen, commissions on sugar, 2nd and 3rd months 14. 120 

Received from Choo Tai, commissions for 3rd month 8. 625 

Received from Heng On, commissions for 3rd month 10. 810 

EXPENDirURES. 

19th 1st Moon: Paid Fau Chuen, for rent and board 7. 200 

9th 2nd Moon: Paid Fau Chuen, for rent and board 7. 200 

15th 4th Moon: Paid Fau Chuen, for rent and board, 3rd month 7. 200 

[Inclosure No. 12.] 

Consulate-General of the United States or America, 

CanUm, China, August £4, 1904- 
Hon. Fleming D. Cheshire, 

Hongkong Hotd, Hongkong. 
Esteemed Sir: I have learned through His Excellency Wan that you have been shown 
documentary evidence proving that Chas. E. Richardson was levying blackmail of thirty 
Qunese firms in Canton. It is no wonder that the perjured rascal is using desperate means 
to cover his tracks. 

After the trial to-day of an important salvage case, Mr. Chan A. Fook, of Messrs. Watkins 
& Co., informed me thit he had a conversation with the proprietors and owners of the two 
shops. Chit Wo and Fau Chuen, in Canton. Thev informed him that Richardson had 
assured that if they kept silence he would recover tneir goods and shops. 

Now these men are oeing notified bj Mr. Chan A. Fook that if they will tell the tnith 
to you I will help them to recover theu" properties, but they must tell the whole truth. I 
think that they are ready to give the true facts, which, of course, is only piling hi^er the 
irrefutable facts of Richardson's dishonest dealings and infringements of the provisions of 
the treaty. 

Sincerely, yours, Robert M. MoWade, 

United States ConsuL-Oeneral. 
True copy. 

F. D. Cheshire, 

United States ConsuL-Oerund. 



[Inclosure No. 13.] 

SiatemerU cfWang Chung-seng {of the I Hengfrm), taken hy Mr. Cheshire August 27, 190^, 

On the 23d instant Mr. Chan A. Fook sent a man by the name of Lai Yun to him who said 
that he was a relative of Chan A. Fook. He said that Mr. Chan A. Fook wanted a man to 
buy the building where the Chit Wo firm at Canton was located. He asked me if I knew 
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the partners of Chit Wo firm. I replied that I heard that Mei Lee (Mr. Richardson's firm) 
and a friend of mine, Mr. Chiu Hang-on, had shares in the concern. He asked me if I had 
any shares in the firm, and I repfied, ''No." He then said, "Tell the parties of the Chit Wo 
firm to see Chan A. Fook, who will go with them to Canton to get hack the building. I said 
that the building was offered for sale by the officials, and that a notice appeared in the 
newspapers, and anyone reading the papers must (know ?) about it. The man th^ said, 
''Nobody could get back the buildings except Qian A. Fook, who was a partner of the 
United States consul-general at Canton, Mr. McWade.'' 

The man then went away, but returned in half hour, and said that if anyone wanted to 
get back the buildings he must at once go and see C3ian A. Fook, and he (Chan A. Fook) 
would get a lawyer and go with him by night boat to Canton. If the man who wanted to 
get back the place didn't ocUeve what Chan A. Fook said, he (Chan A. Fook) would deposit 
with him his shares in Watkin's drug store as security. I told the man that this is not my 
business, and that he need not come here again. 

The same man came again to see me yesterday (August 26) at 3 o'clock in the afternoon, 
but I happened to be out. He said to my partner that the people had come from Canton. 
My partner told him that it was a matter that did not concern me and not to come to the 
Hone again. (Mr .Wang told me that the man was nothing more than a low-<;las8 oooly and 
shabbily dressed.) 

True statement. 

F. D. Cheshire, 

United States Constd-General, 



[Inclosure No. 14.] 

His Excellency Hu Hsiang4in, pramncial treasurer Kuang Tung Province, to Mr. F. D. 
Cheshire, United States consul-general. 

Sm: I beg to state that as you informed me some time a^ that you had been instructed 
to investigate the Richardson case, I transmitted for your mformation a copy of the testi- 
mony of one Chun Fai, of the Fau Chuen firm. 

I now beg to inclose copies of two papers containing evidence of the Mei Lee firai receiv- 
ing bribes from Chinese merchants. 

This documentary evidence is taken from the account books of the Mei Lee firm, and the 
several items are verj- clear and explicit. 

On your having duly examined them you will then be acquainted with the real facts of 
the case. Card and compliments. 

7th moon, 15th day (Aug. 25, 19(M). 

True translation. 
F. D. Cheshire, 
United States Consul-General. 



Extract from account hook for receij)t and jxiywents, C. E. Richardson dh Co. {Mei Lee foreign 
firm), Kwai Mov) year 29th year Kwong Hsu. 

2d day, 1st moon, 29th Kwang Hsu: Taele. 

lleceived from Hang On commission of 12th moon, 28th year 19. 08 

Received from Shin Tai commission of 12th moon, 28th year 17. 98 

Received from various shops commission on cotton and vam, from 24th day 

12th moon to 29th day 12th moon ". 18. 72 

9th day, 2d moon, 29th year, Kwang IIsu: 

Received from Hang On conmiission of 1st moon, 29th year 19. 05 

Received from Jit Wo Co conmiission of 1st moon, 29th year 12. 615 

Received from Fau Chuon sugar commission of 1st moon, 29th year 14. 04 

13th day, 2d moon, Kwang Hsu: 

Received of Shin Tai conuni.ssion of 1st moon, 29th year 18. 052 

2d dav, 3d moon, 29th year, Kwang lIsu: 

lleceived of Chit \Vo conmiission of 2d moon, 29th year 10. 974 

Received of Hang On commission of 2d moon, 29th year 9. 9 

Received of Nam Cheung commission , .6 

Received of Sha Lee commission 1.4 

Received of Shiu Lee, commission 10. 2 

Received of Foo On tea( ?) commission 4. 8 
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16th day, 4th moon^ 29th year, Kwang Hsu : Taala. 

Received of Chit Woo commission 6. 45 

Received of Fau Chven sugar commission of 2d, 3d moon, 29th year 14. 12 

Received of Shin Tai commission of 3d moon, 29th year 8. 625 

Received of Hang On commission of 3d moon, 29th year 10. 801 

27th day, 4th moon, 29th year, Kwanjg Hsu: 

Received of Foo On(T) tea commission 3d and 4th moon 3. 88 

19 day, 1 month, 29th year: 

Faid Fau Chuen rent and board 7. 2 

Paid Fau Chuen rent and board 7.2 

Paid Shing Cheong bill and letter paper 7. 13 

Paid bill paper 36 

Paid Shing Cheung bill paper envelopes 3. 816 

Paid Fau Chuen 3d moon rent and board 7. 20 

Paid Shing Cheong envelopes and paper 3. 85 

iS9th year Kwanghau, various import items of the year for various firms. 

Tads. 

Shin Tai, 1st moon to llth moon, total import flour bags. . 144, 633 216. 95 

Jit Wo, 1st moon to 1 1th moon, total import flour do 99, 332 148. 998 

Hang On, 1st moon to 5th day 6th moon, total import flour . . .do 62, 789 94. 183 

Foo On Wing, 19th day 2 moon to 4th day 4th moon, total import flour, 

bacB 56 8.4 

Him Kut, total cotton and yam 28th day 7th moon to 1st day 8th moon, 

bales 12 .432 

B[nown Hing, 28th day 7 th moon, cotton bales.. 10 .36 

Fung Yuen, 9th to llth moon, total cotton and yam do 905 29.32 

Tung Shing, 2d day 4th moon 1 1th day 4th moon, total yam. . .do 864 31. 1 

Fatshan-Ki Kat, 1st to 9th moon, total yam and cotton do 162 5. 832 

Fatshan-Song Loong, total yam do 32 1.152 

Fatshan-Cho Shun, total cotton and yam do 162 5. 832 

Fatshan-Loong Sing, total yam do 5 .18 

Fatshan-Cho fling, from 1st to llth moon, total yam do 521 18. 756 

Kwong Loy, totalyam do 34 1.224 

Yuen Sing, total yam do 28 1. 368 

Woo Lee, total small and large bales cotton and yam do 324 17. 664 

Woo Yuen, total yam do 203 7. 308 

Yu Wo, total lai^e and small bales cotton and yam do 652 32.472 

Woo Lov, total yam do 28 1. 008 

Tai Cheonp, total yam (Fatshan) do 30 1. 08 

Fatshan Sho Piu, total cotton and yam do 405 14.58 

Fatshan Tong Kat Cheong, total jam do 37 1.332 

Nam Cheung, cash flour commission 3. 000 

Hop Lee, cash commission 4. 20 

Loong Kee, cash commission 8. 64 

Tak Chung, cash commission 1. 728 

Foo Loy, cash commission 7. 46 

12th moon 28th year, soda commission 1. 872 

Shin Tai, 12th moon 28th year, commission 17. 98 

Fau Chuen, whole year commission 101. 23 

Chai Mee Co., soda commissions 1. 296 



[Inclosurc No. 15.] 

Fung Shin Chuen declares upon oath: 

That he is the owner of the share of the Chit Wo Company, which stands in the name of 
the Fung Hing Luen Tong. 
That the shares of the Chit Wo Company stand in the names of the following: 

Shares. 

Mee Lee, foreign firm 4 

Chin Hang On 2 

Fung Hing Wo Tong 1 

Fung Hing Luen Tong 1 

8 
each share valued at $1,300 per share. 
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That Mr. Richardson has heen a partner for over two years, or ever sinoe the organ- 
ization of the Chit Wo firm, which succeeded the firm of Denroche & Co. 
I certify the above is a correct translation of the original Qiinese text. 

F. D. Chsshibk, 
United States Coneid-GeMral, 
Hongkong, 

City ofVidoriay ss. 
If Edw'd S. Bragg, consul-general of the United States of America, do hereby certify 
that Fung Shiu Chen, who signed the foregoing statement in the Chinese language before 
me and in my presence on the 29th day of August, 1904, did then and there dedare and 
aflKrm that each and every of the statements therein made are true, and he made this 
declaration under the pains and penalties of penury. 

In witness whereof Ihave set mv hand and official signature and affixed my seal of office, 
on the day and year last aforesaid, at Hongkong. 

..] Edw. S. Braoo, 

Conenl-Oeneral, U. S. A., at Hongkong. 



[Inclosure 16.] 

Fung Yiu Ting declares upon oath: 

That he was the original owner of the Fun^ Min Fuk Tong share in the Fan CSiuen firm. 

That he sold this share on the first day of the 6th moon 29th year Kwang Hsu to Mr. 
Richardson, of the Mee Lee foreign firm. 

That on the 6th day of the 6th moon 29th year of Kwang Hsu he signed a bill of sale to 
Mr. Richardson, a copy of which he recognizes as attached. That two other partnen 
signed at the same time he did. 

That upon sisnin^ he received 600 taels, some in bank notes and some in ailver coins. 

That Mr. Ridiardson still owes me 500 taels on the loan, whidi should have been paid 
about one month and a half ago, but through the unfortunate sealing of the Fan CSiuen 
shop he has not found it convenient to settle same. 

I certify that the above is a correct translation of the original Chinese text. 

F. D. Cheshibe, 
United States Consul-Oenerdl, 
HoNOKONG, Ciiy ofVidoriay ss: 

I, Edw'd S. Bragg, consul-general of the United States, do hereby certify that Fune 
Wiu Ting, who subscribed the foregoing statement in the Qiinese language before me and 
in my presence, on the 29th day of August, 1904, did then and there declare and affirm: 
that each and every of the statements therein made are true, and he made this declaration 
under the pains and penalties of perjury. 

In witness whereoi I have set mj hand and official signature and affixed my official seal, 
on the day and year last above wntten, at Hongkong. 

[seal.] Edwd. S. Bragg, 

Conml-Generoly U. S. A.,ai Hongkong. 



[Inclosure 17.] 

Yeung Cheuk Hin de<;lare« upon oath : 

That in regard to a paragrapn in the statement of Fung Rung's, made to Consul-General 
McWade, which reads as follows: 

"Mr. Richardson has been in our employ for nineteen months, and wo have already 
paid him, through his compradore, $1,600. Mr. Richardson's compradore in Hongkong is 
Yeung Cheuk llin, who goes around to get business for him (Richardson)." 

That 1 wish to swear and do swear that this above statement is false wherein it states 
that Mr. Richardson was in Chit Wo Company's employ for nineteen months and that Uie 
Chit Wo Company paid me $1,600 for Mr. Richardson. 

That I wish to state that I have never received any money from Chit Wo Company, or 
any other firm in Canton to pay to Mr. Richardson. 

Yeung Cheux Hin. 

August 29, 1904. 

In presence of — 

Edwd. S. Bragg. 
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Hongkong, Oily ofVidoriay 88 f 

I, Ekiwd. S. Bra^, consiil-^neral of the United States of America, do hereby certify 
that Yeiing Cheuk Hin, who signed the foregoing statement before me and in my presence 
on the 29tn day of August, 1904, did then and there declare and affirm that each and 
every of the statements so subscribed by him were true — and he made this declaration 
under the pains and penalties of perjury. 

In witness whereof I have subscnlied my name and official designation and affixed 
my official seal on the day and year last aforesaid at Hongkong. 

[seal.] Edwd. S. Bragg, 

GonsuL-Genercil, U.S.A.,(U Hongkong. 



[Inclosure 18.] 

Qian Fai states upon oath: 

That he entered tne employment of Fan Chuen Sugar shop, as a carrying coolie, on the 
2d of the 1st moon, dOth year Kwong Hsu. 

That when the Fan Chuen was seized personally by the Nam Hio magistrate of the 9th 
day of the 2d moon, 30th year Ewang Hsu, that he was arrested by the personal order 
of the magistrate. 

That when he was arrested he said to the interpreter, ''I am only a carrying cooUe." 
"Why am I arrested 1" *'I don't know anything about the business.'' The Nam Hoi 
magistrate said, ''The masters are not here, so I want you so as to find out the masters." 

Tiifkt the next day when I was brought before the Nam Hoi magistrate I was in a state 
of great fear and trembling. I knew if I did not state who I thought the masters were 
I would suffer pain and punishment. 

In reference to my testimony to the Nam Hoi magistrate that Fving Hung was the 
managing partner and Choo A Woo and Nga Kai were partners, I wish to state that I 
only heard this to be the case from my fellow-coolies. Tnat I had no direct knowledge. 
I was only in the shop a little over one month. Fimg Hung directed matters. Durmg 
the period of my employment in this shop I did not see at Fan Chuen either Choo A Woo 
or Nga Kai. 

That he was the only employee of Fan Chuen arrested by the magistrate and who gave 
testimony to the Nam Hoi magistrate. That my testimony to the magistrate re Ip and 
Mee Lee was as follows: Ma^trate asked, "Who worked in Mee Lee?" I answered, 
"Only Ip." Magistrate asked, "What Ip did." I answered, "Every morning boatmen 
bring up envelopes to Ip. Ip translates them and gives them back to the boatmen, 
then Ip goes away." The magistrate asked, "What business Mee Lee did," I an- 
swered, "Su^r and yam." 

I, Chan Fai, declare he never stated to the Nam Hoi magistrate that " Ip knew English." 

That he never stated to the magistrate "That if any duties or taxes to be paid that Ip 
took charge of this." 

I did state to the magistrate that I never saw a foreigner come to Mee Lee. 

The magistrate asked if I knew Richardson. I answered "No." 

That he never did state to the magistrate — "That he did not know the amount of lekin 
taxes of which Fung Hung had clieated." There was no reference made by either the 
magistrate or Chan Fai to lekin. 

Tiiat I did state to the magistrate that "The customs duty has been paid through Mee 
Lee on the first floor of this shop." I wish to state that I only heard this from fellow- 
coolies. I never saw Fan Chuen pay money to Mee Lee for duties or for other purposes. 

That my mother sent a petition to the Nam Hoi magistrate asking for my release, and on 
the 29th day of the 2d moon, 30th year of Kwong ifiu, I was released and proceeded to 
my home. 

I certify that the above is a correct translation of the original Chinese text. 

F. D. Chesiiibe, 
United States Conftul-General. 
Hongkong, City ofVidoriay ss: 

I, Edward S. Bragg, consul-general of the United States, do hereby certify that the 
person named in and who subscribed the foregoing statement in the Chinese language 
signed the same in my presence on the 2 day of August, 1904, and did then and there 
dMlare and affirm that each and every of the statements therein made are true, and he 
made this declaration under the pains and penalties of perjury. 

In witness whereof I have set my hana and official designation and affixed my seal 
of office this 29th day of August, 1904, at Hongkong. 

[seal.] Edwd. S. Bragg, 

Consul-Oenerdl of the United States at Hongkong, 



266 INSPECTION OF UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE ORIENT. 

[Inclosure No. 19.] 

Hongkong, August 29, 190J^. 

Sib: Ree^arding the part of the statement of Fung Hung made before Consul-Oenend 
McWade that "latter part of the eleventh moon I went down to Hongkong and asked him 
why he informed the United States consul-general that he was owner of my shop and busi- 
ness, when he was only paid by us to use his name to save the liken duty, as I told him 
I propose to give up his services, and as the agreement of our firm was m my hands he 
asked me for it and had it burned in my presence. This happened at his house. No. 
19, near the Peak in Hongkong, his wife l>eing the only person present besides Mr. Rich- 
ardson. I also told him through his misrepresentations of our firm he nearly put me in 
great trouble." 

I hereby wish to deny that I have ever seen Fung Hung when my husband was present, 
except once in Canton more than two years ago. The statement above is entirely false, 
and further we have not lived in No. 19 house for over one year. 

Respectfully submitted. 

ESTHEB SaYBES RiCHABDfiON. 

Hon. F. D. Cheshibe, 

United States Consul-General. 



[Inclosure No. 20.] 

Id Yan Lai alias Ip Tin Yuk declares upon oath: 

That he was the clerk for Charles E. Richardson & Co., in Canton, from the beginning 
of the business. 

That the business of Charles E. Richardson & Co., at Canton, was conducted after this 
manner: 

That the fldur busine^ was carried on in this manner: The sales manager of Chit Wo 
would tell me to write to Mr. Richardson's Chinese manager in Honekong that such and 
such brands were needed. Mr. Richardson's Chinese manager would buy this flour, ship 
it to Charles E. Richardson & Co., Canton, at a delivered price. On arrival I would pass 
it through the customs and deliver it to the Chit Wo firm. 

That the sugar business of the Fau Chuen was done in a like manner. 

That the cotton and cotton yam business was done in a different manner. I would go 
among various shops and solicit orders for delivery at certain times. I would also get 
orders for delivery in Fatshan. Upon getting the.se orders, I would write orders from 
Charles E. Richardson & Co., Canton, to the Chinese manager of Mr. Richardson in Hong- 
kong, ordering for certain shipment. The shipments might arrive weeks hence. On arrival 
I would pay the duty on same and pass through the customs and at once turn over to 
Richardson & Co.'s customer or store in a godown a little further up Hing Loing street 
until I could deliver. This was not frequent. The terms of sales were ca^ within one 
week. As Richardson & Co. had no money scales in their office or a shroff to check the 
coins, all payments were made to (?hit Wo, and the cashbook was kept there as well as 
the cash. 

That the firm of Shin Tai and Ilauy On frequently bought large lots of flour from Chit 
Wo, as Chit Wo had the best facilities for buying, because Mr. Richardson's Chinese man- 
ager in Hongkong is a famous buyer. 1 believe Chit Wo on all wholesale orders charged 
but one-half cent per bag profit. 

That Mr. Richardson has sho>%Ti me extracts of a commission list and asked me to explain 
same, as he never received any such moneys or knew about such a book until it was called 
into question, or knew its contents until now. 

That in buying goods in Hongkong there is incurred brokerage and a comprador com- 
missions. In buying cotton or cotton yam, Mr. Richardson's Chinese manager in Hong- 
kong uses brokers who go from importing shops to importing shops and buy the cheapest 
possible. For this work the brokers receive commissions both ways. Flour business is 
done the same way, except when bought from foreign firms a comprador commission must 
be paid. 

That such commissions arc not Mr. Richardson's business, but is a Chinese custom. The 
Chinese manager and not Mr. Richardson is responsible to the brokers and compradores 
for these commissions. Again the custom in Canton is to pay those commissioners at 
intervals, while the invoices mu.st l)e paid promptly. I always received a record of these 
commissions or brokerages from HongKong, and as I collected them I duly recorded same. 
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Out of this money, in order to simplify matters, I took any necessary expenses and ulti- 
mately the commissions or brokerages were sent to Mr. Richardson's Chinese manager in 
HongKone to reimburse him as he would already have settled with the brokers and com- 
pradores for these commissions. The expenses would be charged to Mr. Richardson by his 
Chinese manager, and when he would be told of his Canton business only the items of 
expense would appear. This is why he had no knowledge of same. 

That as Chit Wo in selling wholesale only received a small profit the buyers had to pay 
this brokerage or commission as well, which was turned over to me when collected and I 
duly recorded same. 

That this custom of payins brokerage and of commission in Hongkong and Canton is of 
long standing and universally recognized. 

That the only way I can imagine this book came into the hands of the Chinese officials 
is this. 

That on the night of the 19th day of the 1st moon 30th year Kwong Hsu I went to Hong- 
kong to tell Mr. Richardson of the seizure of 33 bales of yam. Before leaving I took away 
all the books and locked this book in my trunk, which was under the desk. Inere was also 
a chit book I neglected to take away. 

That on my return to Canton I learned from Fung Hung that on the next day, 20th day 
of the 1st moon, Mr. McWade had ordered Mr. da Silva to go to Richardson & Co.'s office 
and get the books. Mr. da Silva threatening Fung Hung with being put in jail, Fung Hung 
broke the lock of my trunk and gave Mr. da Silva the books. Mr. da Silva asked if that was 
all; Fung Hung, to see if there were more, then broke open a locked drawer, but finding 
nothing therein but the seals of Richardson & Co. Mr. da Silva took them. 

That when the Nam Hoi magistrate sealed the Richardson & Co. office there was no book 
or books there, so therefore Mr. McWade must have given this book to the Chinese 
authorities. 

That I do not find the extracts entirely correct. There are some differences, and before 
saying this book is true and correct I would have to see it. 

That I and some other Chinese also received a small buying commission for our work. 

Some time in November, 1903, Mr. da Silva came to Fan Chuen and called me into the 
street and asked me about the watch tower. I told him they had ceased, as the consul- 
general had sent a dispatch to the Nam Hoi magistrate. He then said Consul-General 
McWade wants to see you. He said, " Where is the manager? Bring him along." 

We got to the consulate about 11a.m. Mr. McWade spoke to me in English. He said, 
''You folks must ieW. the truth. Mr. Richardson has committed fraud and is now in jail in 
Manila, and that he had received a telegram that he, Richardson, was kept in jail and to 
seal Mr. Richardson's property." 

We were then taken to the dining room. There were present Mr. McWade, Mr. Cole- 
grove, Mr. da Silva, and Lum Hon Wan. Mr. da Silva then spoke to us in Chinese and said 
that Mr. Richardson was in jail, and that Consul-General McWade had a telegram that he, 
Richardson, was to be kept in jail in Manila for fraud, and that Mr. Richardson 'sproperty 
was to be sealed. Mr. da Silva said that he had found out that Chit Wo and Fan CJiuen did 
not belong to Mr. Richardson. Mr. da Silva then told us that we had better deny that Mr. 
Richardson had a share in the business, and if we did, when Mr. Richardson's property was 
sealed the consul-general would protect us. 

I then asked Fung Hung what we had better do, and he said sa^ Mr. Richardson has no 
share or interest. The papers said Mr. Richardson was being tned in Manila. 

Mr. da Silva then asked Fung Hung questions and told him what to answer. Mr. Cole- 
grove wrote it down. When the rough statement was finished we were left alone in the 
dining room for about fifty minutes. 

At the end of this time Mr. Colegrove and Mr. da Silva came in with a fresh statement and 
Mr. da Silva read it to us in Chinese. The statement was in English. 

Mr. Colegrove then told us to follow him and took us to his dei. He told us to sign. I 
told him I did not want to sign, but Mr. Cole^jrove said if you sign when Mr.Richardson's 
property is sealed Consul-General McWade wiU protect you. 

I signed in English and Chinese " Ip Lai, " which is not my name. The characters are 
different. Fung Hung signed in Chinese, also made finger marks. 

We were not sworn and did not take any oath. None was asked. Merely signed. 

The statements contained therein were not and are not true — that is, in the statement 
we signed. 

Ip Yan-lai. 

August 30, 1904. 

Subscribed and sworn before me. 

[seal.] Edw. S. Braoo, 

Consul-General United States of America^ Hongkong, 
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[Inclosure 21.] 

I, Charles E. Richardson, merchant, of the colony of Hongkong, city of Victoria, do 
solemnly swear: 

That I wish to make a full denial of the truth of a statement made by Fimg Hung in 
March, 1904, to Consul-General McWade, and also a denial of the truth of a statement made 
by Fun^ Hung and Ip Lai to Consul-Greneral McWade in November, 1903. 

That m the statement made by Fung Hung in March, 1904, to Consul-Oeneral McWade, 
I wish to hereby deny the truth of the statements, paragraph by paragraph. 

That the name of the partners is incorrect and false. 

That the Chit Wo Company has not been started four years, but a little over two years. 
It succeeded Denroche & Co. 

That the shares are not $1,000 each, but $1,300 each. 

That I was never engaged or employed by the Chit Wo Company. I am a partner. 
There was never an agreement, verbal or written to pay me $1,000 a year in order to save 
likin. 

That Chit Wo did not contract \vith me before Chinese new year for 1,000 bags of flour 
and pay me $2,000 bargain money on same. 

I have never been employed by Chit Wo, nor have I received $1,600 as salary. 

That I deny that in March, 1904, Fung Hung was a dealer in sugar and yam, or that he 
bought of the shops named. 

Tnat I deny that I ever saw at No. 19 house near the Peak, Fung Hung in the presence 
of my wife. Or that I saw Fung Hung in the 11th moon, as I was in Manilla. Or that I 
then lived in No. 19 house near the Peak, as I have not lived there for over one year. 

That I deny that conversations purported to have taken place between Fung Himg and 
myself took place, at any time or place. 

That I deny burning any agreement as recited for none such existed. 

That Fung Hung's powers in Canton were of a limited order, and he far exceeded his duties 
when he mi^e this false and foolish statement. Fung Hung has no means of his own. 

That in regard to a certain book containing a list of commission or money received from 
various shops, which is in the possession of the Chinese authorities. 

That I deny that this book deals with my own business or aflfairs, or that I ever received 
any such isums of money. 

That this'book, or what purports to be same, was obtained by threats from Fung Hung 
bv Mr. da Silva. That the Nam Hoi magistrate, when he sealed any of my shops, 
Obtained no such book. 

That Mr. McWade was ordered to return this book and others to me by the State Depart- 
ment at Washington, but instead of doing so it is now in the hands of the Chinese autnori- 
ties. I therefore protest against its admission. Again 1 am informed by Mr. Ip that the 
extracts can not be recognized totally by him. 

That I deny that since His Excellency Mr. Peirce's departure I have been insolent to 
Consul-Oeneral McWade. In obedience to his excellency's desires I have refrained from 
antagonistic words. Whereas from him, Consul-General McWade, I have received insults, 
curses, been threatened with jailing, called a '* perjured slanderer," " white-haired pup" and 
told by him this month, "that long ago I should have been arrested and that ne would 
have settled the case." Consul-General McWade never missed an opportunity to insult me. 
To all these insults, in obedience to Ills Excellency Mr. Peirce's instructions, I kept silent. 
The insults complained of then must be summed up in the word "Silence." 

That, in response to his request in May, 1904, for information as to my business before 
registration, Consul-General McWade asked me to register if I was to start business again. 
As I was alreadv registered and had not asked same to be cancelled, I refused. I feared 
there was something back of the request. On my refusal to register his rage was very great. 
He cursed and threatened me. 

I deny that I said to Consul-General McWade that " I did not care for 1,000 Chinese oaths." 

Chas. E. Richardson. 

Subscribed and sworn l)efore me this 30th August, 1904. 

[seal.] Edw. S. Bragg, 

Consul-Otneral, United States of America, Hongkong. 
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[Inclosure No. 22.] 

Hongkong, September i, 1904, 
His Excellency Hu Hsiang-lin, 

Provineial Treasurer of Province of Kuang Tung and representing His ExceUenqf, the 
Viceroy. 

Your E^gellengy: I have the honor to acknowled^ the receipt of your excellency's 
note dated the 25th of Au^t, in which you inclose copies of two papers, which you allege 
contain evidence of the Mei Lee firm (C. E. Richardson & Co.) receiving bribes from Chinese 
merchants. This documentary evidence, you state, is taken from the account books of the 
said firm, and the several items are clear and explicit, etc. 

In reply, permit me to thank your excellency for your note and to say that I made an 
investigation as to the items in questjon from Mr. Ip, the clerk in the employ of Messrs. C. £. 
Richarason&Co., at Canton, who explain them in the affidavit made before General Bragg, 
United States consul-general, Hongkong, in the following language: 

''Mr. Richardson had shown me extracts of a commission list and asked me to explain 
same, as he never received any such moneys or knew about such a book until it was called 
into question or knew its contents until now. 

"Tnat in buying goods in Hongkong there is incurred brokerage and or compradore com- 
mission. In buying cotton or cotton yam Mr. Richardson's Chinese manager m Hongkong 
uses brokers who go from importing shop to importing shop and buy the cheapest possible. 
For this work thehrokers receive conmussion bK)th ways. Flour business is done the same 
way except when bought from foreign firms a compradore commission must be paid. 

''That such commissions are not Mr. Richardson^ business but is a Chinese custom. The 
Chinese manager and not Mr. Richardson is responsible to the brokers and compra- 
dores for these commissions. Again, the custom in Canton is to pay those commissions at 
intervals, while the invoice must be paid promptly. I always receive a record of these com- 
missions or brokera^ from Hongkong and as I collected them I duly recorded same. Out 
of this money, in order to simpli^ matters, I take my necessary expenses, and ultimately the 
commissions or brokerages were sent to Mr. Richardson's Chinese manager in Hongkong to 
reimburse him, as he would already have settled with the brokers and compradores for these 
commissions. The expenses would be charged to Mr. Richardson by his Chinese manager, 
and when he would be told of his Canton business only the items of expenses would appear. 
This is why he jiad no knowledge of the same. 

"That as Chit Wo in selling wholesale only received a small profit the buyers would pay 
this brokerage or commission as well, which was turned over to me when collected and I duly 
recorded same. That this custom of paying brokerage or commission in Hongkong and 
Canton is of long standing and universallv recognized." 

I think the ab^ve explanation will enable your excellency to better understand the nature 
of the items in the papers referred to in your communication under review. I must confess, 
however, when Taotai Wan first showed me the items I was at loss to understand why Mr. 
Richardson should receive conmiissions from various Chinese firms, particularly Chit Wo 
and Fau Chuen, with which he alleges he was connected. 

If Mr. Ip's statement is true then these amounts do not prove that they were paid to Mr. 
Richardson for the purpose of covering Chinese firms. 

There is another matter which I beg to call to your excellency's attention. In your excel- 
lency's communication to Mr. Consul-General McWade of August 5 last you state that "not 
only the goods and the two shops. Chit Wo and Fau Chuen, are to be disposed of and not to 
be returned to Mr. Richardson, out even the ^oods detained by the commissioner of customs 
will certainly be confiscated in accordance with the provisions of the treaty." 

In the matter of the confiscation of foreign goods, I may inform your excellency that in 
my opinion a joint investigation between the superintendent of customs and the consul 
should be held following the " Rules for ioint investigation in cases of confiscation and fine 
by the custom-house authorities," which were agreed to and promulgated by the British 
minister at Peking 31st of May, 1868. 

I send this communication to your excellency in English only. I would send a transla- 
tion thereof in Chinese, but unfortunately I have not the means at command of doing so. 
I have the honor to be, your excellency's 6bedient servant, 

F. D. Cheshire, 
United States Coimd-General, Mulcden. 
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Canton, Exhibit Q. 

Confession of W. 0. McMullen and L. C. Pasaano. 

Colony of Honokono, 

City of Victoria f sa: 

On this 10th day of February in the year 1904 before me, Edward S. Bragg, consul-general 
of the United States of America, in and for the said city and colony of Honekong, residing 
therein, duly oonmiissioned and sworn, personally appeared W. O. McMimen and L. C. 
Passano, known to me to be the persons whose names are subscribed to the within instru- 
ment, and acknowledged to me tnat he executed the same freely and voluntarily. 

In witness whereof, I have hereimto set my hand and affixed my official seal, in the 
city of Victoria and colony of Hongkong, the day and year in this certificate first above 
written. 

[seal.] Edw. S. Bbaog, 

U. 8. Comul-Oeneral, 

Hongkong, February 10, 1904. 

After due consideration we, the undersigned, have agreed to make a full confession 
regarding the cloud under which we left the employ of the American China Development 
Company. We state and stand ready to prove that we did defraud and pad pay rolls for 
the purpose of getting money in our possession. We further state that the consul-^neral 
of the United States of America at Canton, China, namely, Robert M. McWade, did aid 
and abet us as much as he could, as he refused to issue warrents for our arrest; and further- 
more in opposition to the railway authorities, refused to detain us from leaving the country, 
using every available means within his power to get us to leave Canton on the next out- 
eoing steamer before sufficient evidence could be produced that would detain us for trial. 
He knew that we were up against it and urged us to leave without getting the wages coming to 
us from the railway company, as he knew perfectly well that to s^nd tnal meant conviction. 
After our refusing to go at that time he informed us that he would issue no warrants against us, 
as the railway company had not shown sufficient evidence why we should even be detained. 
Upon leaving Canton, he (Robert M. McWade) informed us that if we were ever up against 
it again to let him know as he was always ready to do anything in the world to help and 
assist us in any way, and at the same time asfced us how much we had appropriated of 
the railway's funds, and which one of us had the honor of being the originator of the scheme, 
as he considered it a good coup. 

Furthermore we have decided that if it is necessary for us to turn whatever evidence 
we have over to the proper lawful and legal authorities, concerning the other participants 
to our unlawful appropriations, this in order to free us from any taint that may arise 
further from our past transactions, that we at our convenience or at the convenience of 
any legal authority, stand ready to do so. 

The Hon. Russell Colegrove, vice-consul-general, as well as the consul-general, wanted 
us to sue the railway company for defamation of character, as it was worth $10,000 to us 
to do so. 

As stated before, whenever it is necessarv to implicate the other a<jcessories to our 
illegal affair with the railway company, i. e.jl'he American China Development Company, 
we arc willing and ready to do so. 

In accordance with the foregoing confession and statements we hereby set our hands 
and seals this 10th dav of Februarv*, nineteen hundred and four. 

W. O. McMullen. 
L. C. Passano. 

In presence of — 
Edw. S. Bragg. 

I certify that I have witnessed all changes and erasures in the foregoing statements. 

W. O. McMullen. 

L. C. Passano. 
February 10, 190^. 



AMOY. 

While the doeuments sii))initted in the case of Robert McWade, 
consul at Canton, and especially "Canton, F^xhibit D/' seem to impli- 
cate Dr. Karl Johnson, vice and deputy consul, as deeply as McWade 
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in the issuance of fraudulent Chinese certificates, there is no valid 
evidence that John H. Fessler, the consul at Amoy, was in an}^ way 
concerned in the nefarious traffic, and, indeed, his absence from Amoy 
during the period covered by the transactions of these parties frees 
him from any suspicion of complicity in the conspiracv. 

The resignation of Dr. Karl Johnson was receive<3 by the Depart- 
ment by telegram on September 30, 1904, and the Department was in- 
formed by Mr. Fessler that the consulate, with most of the records, 
had been destroyed by tire on October 31, 1904. In view of these 
facts it seems unnecessary to enlarge upon the subject of Doctor 
Johnson's chai'acter as a consular officer. 

Mr. Fessler does not appear to be a man especially adapted to work 
in the consular service, especially in the Far East, and I understood 
from him that the work was not congenial to him, and that it was his 
purpose to resign his office at an early date. 

FLTCHAU. 

Mr. Samuel L. Gracey, the consul at Fuchau, is a worthy gentle- 
man past the age of vigorous work. He is somewhat closely affiliated 
with the missionary interests. He is ably seconded by his son, Wil- 
bur T. Gracey, a very promising young man of excellent standing, 
great industry, and marked ability, and, so long as he remains with 
his father, at least, the affairs of the consulate at Fuchau will be in 
safe hands; and as the chief interests of our Government at ttiat 
post are in connection with the protection of missionaries, Doctor 
Gracey is probably exceptionally well qualified to look out for them. 

SHANGHAI. 

The charges against John Goodnow amount in number to 82, of 
varying degrees of seriousness, and some with but slight substan- 
tiation. * * * Some of the charges presented appear from the 
documents submitted in evidence to be the subjects of suits at law in 
the courts of the District of Columbia, which will therefore doubtless 
be adjudicated before a legal tribunal. Others are either trifling 
in their nature, when examined in connection with the evidence sub- 
mitted, unsupported by that evidence, or easily explainable without 
the imputation of wrongdoing upon the part of (joodnow\ I pro- 
pose, therefore, to submit to you the result of my investigations upon 
the more serious and better substantiated charges, and these give evi- 
dence of corruption in office which, if Mr. Goodnow is unable either 
to refute or explain, appear to disqualify him from holding the 
responsible position or consul-general of the United States at 
Shanghai. 

Mr. Goodnow is a man of strong character and marked ability, 
and it must be admitted that in many respects he has performed the 
duties of his office exceedingly well. My investigation on the spot 
showed me that he had many warm friends and also many strong 
enemies in Shanghai among the members of the American colony 
there, but on the whole the opinion of the better element was unfa- 
vorable to him. 
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I found many ugly rumors reflecting gravely upon Consul-General 
Goodnow's moral standing in the community, but as these were mat- 
ters of gossip and hearsay, unsupported by any tangible evidence, I 
have not felt that it was proper to include them in the charges, 
but I may say that it is unfortunate that an official occupying so 
conspicuous a position as does our consul-general at Shanghai should 
be the subject of such scandalous report, while the employment of 
such men as White and Derby in tne capacity they have filled is 
in itself discreditable. If there were nothing else to be said re- 
^rding them, they are men of a coarse, brutal type, whose lanmiage 
m the offices is, as I learn from most reliable information, grossly in- 
decent and profane. White has resigned, but Derby remains as 
marshal. 

In submitting the evidence, I am unable to separate it into specific 
exhibits, owing to the involved condition in which much of it is prc- 
wnted to me, esj^eciallv that submitted by Mr. George F. Curtis, but 
so far as reference to the documents is necessary, I shall refer to them 
by title and date. 

'Charg:e No. 1 relates to irregularities in the fees received and re- 
ported 111 connection with the probate of two wills. These were sub- 
mitted to me by Mr. F. D. Cheshire, United States consul at Moukden, 
who being unable to proceed to his post was detailed for duty to assist 
me in my investigations. On August 9, 1904, Mr. Cheshire, in a letter, 
laid before me the complaint of John P. Roberts in regard to the 
estates of Frank Reid and R. F. Eastlake. 

Estate of Frank Reid^ deceased. — ^The executrix of the estate re- 
ceived a bill from the clerk of the consular court, Mr. Greorge A. 
Derby, of fees amounting to $85.75. Upon objection being made, Mr. 
Goodnow sent a revised T)ill amounting to $52.75 gold. Even on the 
revised bill there are several fe^s which appear to have been im- 
pro]:)erly charged. For example : 



\ Charge. 



Prescribed 
fee. 



Docket fee $8.00 

Oath of executor 4. 25 

Letters testamentary 2. 25 

Order directinpf notice 2. 25 

Certificate of proof of will 4. 25 

Order admitting to probate , 2. 25 

Order for final discharge 2. 25 

Final distrharge 2.25 

Affidavit of clerk 4.25 , 



$1.00 

1.00 

«2.00 



(") 

(ft) 
ft) 



« With seal. ^ No fee prescribed. <- No fee allowed. 

There are other fees which would seem properly those of an dttor- 
nev. and which indicate that the consul-general or some one in his 
offic(» is acting: as an attorney before his own court and collecting the 
fees as official court foes. Those fees are as follows: 

Petition for probate $4.25 

Deposition of snbwitnosses 8.25 

Petition for final (lischarp:o 4. 25 

Tn fact in transmitting the bill of fees the consul -general stated 
that the executrix was saved attorney's foes, and added that his 
(Goodnow's) own unofficial fee was $20. 
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None of these fees have been accounted for to the Department. 
This is explainable, however, by a study of the method followed by 
Mr. Goodnow in rendering his account for court fees and fines. lie 
appears to have failed to observe the regulations regarding these 
accounts, and returns only such fees as appear by the schedule to 
belong to the consul-general, omitting any mention of fees collected 
on behalf of the clerk, marshal, or interpreter. 

A careful examination of the fees in the Reid case suggests the fol- 
lowing observations : 

1. The accounting methods of the consular court seem to be ex- 
tremely faulty. 

2. The fee schedule does not appear to have been followed in mak- 
ing charges. 

3. Unofficial charges appear to have been made by officers of the 
court in connection with cases coming before them for adjudication. 
In other words, the consul-general acted both as attorney and judge. 
See exhibit 1. 

Estate of R. F, Eastlake^ deceased, — In this case a bill of fees 
amounting to $26.25 was sent to the administrator, who returned it 
with objections. Consul-General Goodnow then made out in his own 
handwriting a bill for $42.25 gold, stating that the first biU was made 
out carelessly. There are on this last bill incorrect fees as follows : 

Order directing notice of hearing $2.25 

Order admitting to probate 2.25 

Certificate of proof of win 2. 25 

Hearing fee 15.00 

Three of these fees do not appear in the official schedule, and the 
collection of the last-named fee is expressly prohibited in probate 
cases, where the judge is a salaried consular officer. 

There are other fees which are clearly attorney's fees, namely : 

Drawing petition for probate .• $2.00 

Preparing deposition of subscribing witness 2.00 

There is in this case evidence of the same loose administration, un- 
warranted charges, and exercise of the dual character of attorney and 
judge as was observed in the Reid case. 

Tlie Eastlake account was rendered in July, 1904, and the annual 
report of fees for the fiscal year 1904 will not reach the Department 
before some time in next July. (See exhibit 2.) 

Th^ second charge relates to the false registration of the steamship 
Kiangsi in the American consulate as an American ship. 

THE KIANGSI CASE, AND THE TRANSFER OF SHIPS TO THE AMERI- 
CAN FLAG. 

On July 23, 1900, during the Boxer troubles, when conditions in 
China were so uncertain as to make the placing of Chinese-owned 
property under foreign flags peculiarly desirable, Consul-General 
Goodnow placed five steamers — ^the Taishan^ Toonon^ Kwangchi^ 
Poochij ana Chi-Titen — under the American flag, the vessels being os- 
tensibly sold by the China Merchants' Steam Navigation Company to 
one A, E. Knights. (No. 278, July 23, 1900, from Shanghai; Good- 
now to the Auditor, January 22, 1903.) In reporting these transfers 
Mr. Goodnow took occasion to say that in each case tne money speci- 
fied in the bill of sale was passed over in his presence. 
H. Doc. 665, 59-1 18 
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The sale of five large steamers by a rich corporation to one of its 
enaployees, a man known to have only moderate means, could hardly 
fail to arouse suspicion, and especially so at a time when the seller 
had so much to gain by placing the vessels under a foreign flag. 

The Consular Regulations provide as follows (pars. 344 and 345) : 

Sales of the vessels of beUigerents in apprehension of or in times of war are 
always and proi>erly liahle to suspicion. ♦ ♦ ♦ The acceptance of the pre- 
tended ownership of a vessel under these circumstances may be very profitable ; 
and the temptation to abuse his trust in such a case to which a consular officer 
is subjected may be too great for persons of ordinary integrity, discernment 
and firnmess to withstand. Instances are not wanting in which citizens of the 
United States who were wholly incapable, from their previous well-known con- 
dition and pursuits, of making such a purchase have appeared as owners under 
sales of this character and have sought for them the protection of the Govern- 
ment. ♦ ♦ ♦ It is the duty of the consular officer to use all available means 
♦ ♦ ♦ to satisfy himself that the sale of a vessel is made in good faith and 
without fraudulent intent ♦ ♦ ♦ It is the duty of the consular officer to 
notice all circumstances that throw a doubt on the good faith of the transaction 
or point to its fictitious character, and if he is satisfied in this resi)ect, to refuse 
to grant his certificate. 

There is no evidence that Mr. Goodnow made any investigation to 
satisfy himself of the facts, but that the transfer of these vessels was 
a fraudulent one is placed practically beyond dispute by the fact that 
on January 29, 1902, when the Boxer troubles were over. Captain 
Knights transferred the vessels back to the China Merchants' Steam 
Navigation Company. 

The following ai-e the facts which the archives of the Department 
exhibit regarding the transfer of these ships: 

The directors of the China Merchants' Steam Navigation Company 
in 1900, according to the Desk Hon^ List for that year, were : Sheng 
Hsuan-huai, director-general of railways of China; Koo Chao-hai, 
Ching Kuan-ying. 

By bills of sale dated June 26, 1900, the company purports to sell 
the following vessels at the prices stated to one Arthur Edward 
Knights, who is certified by Mr. Goodnow to be an American citizen : 





Value. 




Taels. 


United 
States 
cur- 
rency. 


Chi Yuen 


70,000 
240,000 
90.000 
40,000 
50,000 


1150,190 
172,080 


Taishun 


Toonan 


64,530 


Kwanchi 


28,680 


Poochi 


85,850 






Total 


490,000 


351,830 







Each of the bills of sale is signed by Ching Kwan-ying, as man- 
aging director of the company, and his signature is witnessed in 
each instance by Chunfaiting and A. H. miite. The signature of 
Knights does not appear upon any of the bills of sale. 

The Desk Hong List for 1900, page 178, contains the following 
entry among the names and occupations of foreign residents : '• Capt. 
A. E. Knights, 54 Szechuan road." The name does not appear in 
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the list of officers of the China Merchants' Steam Navigation Com- 
pany or in the lists of caotains of coast and river steamers trading 
to and from Shanghai. JJeither does it appear in the '^ Directory 
of China, Japan," etc., for 1900. 

The fii-st issue of the Directory (1900) after the transfer of the 
five vessels, however, contains among the officers of the China Mer- 
chants' Steam Navigation Company the name "A. E. Knights, assist- 
ant marine superintendent." It is to be remembered that at this time 
Mr. Knights was the alleged owner of the five vessels which he had 
purchased from the company for 490,000 taels ($351,330). Is it 
reasonable to suppose that a bona fide owner of vessels worth $351,330 
would and could afford to accept a subordinate position in the com- 
pany from which he purchased the vessels? If his services were 
available for a salary, is it likely that a great corporation would sell 
him 5 out of its fleet of 30 vessels ? 

The Boxer troubles were brought to an end by the protocol signed 
in 1901, but it was not until January 7, 1902, that the imperial fam- 
ily returned to Peking. On January 29, 1902, Mr. Goodnow says the 
5 vessels were transferred by A. E. Knights back to the China Mer- 
chants' Steam Navigation Company, but he did not officially report 
the transfer as required by the Regulations until his accounts were 
questioned. Was he ignorant all this time that Knights had become 
a subordinate officer of the China Merchants' Steam Navigation Com- 
pany? It is hardly possible, in view of the fact that the name ap- 
peared among the officers of the China Merchants' Steam Navigation 
Company in the Directory, a copy of which he must have had and 
found frequent occasion to consult ; and besides he enjoyed the perso- 
nal acquaintance of Sheng Hsuanhuai, a director of the company. 
Furthermore, Knights is an American citizen, and his occupation must 
have been known to Goodnow. Under the circumstances would not 
the company's employment of Knights in a subordinate capacity 
arouse the suspicion of a consul-general anxious to do his duty and 
lead him to make investigation which might require the cancellation 
of the transfer if found to be fictitious? 

On August 17, 1900, less than one month after the transfer of 
these 5 ships of the China Merchants' Navigation Company to 
Knights, one Tam Wa, or Tam Yuet Lun, or Thomas Ward, under all 
of which names the party was known, a Chinese subject, appeared 
before Consul-General Goodnow as the representative of the Chinese 
owners of the steamship Kiangsi and represented that he desired to 
sell that vessel. With nim came one Joseph Seymour, an American 
citizen, a pilot by occupation, who represented that he desired to pur- 
chase her and to have the ship registered at the American consulate 
as American owned in order to enable her to fly the American flag. 
Consul-General Goodnow informed these parties that in order to 
make the transfer it would be necessary that a bill of sale in accord- 
ance with the prescribed form should be prepared and signed, trans- 
ferring the ship to Seymour's ownership. The parties requested 
Consul-General Goodnow to draw up such a bill of sale, which he 
declined to do as being outside of his consular function, and referred 
the parties to A. H. White, the vice and deputy consul-general. 
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White expressed his willingness to draw up the bill of sale, and de- 
manded 500 taels for doing so. The parties objected to this charge 
as extravagant, but AAHiite maintained that it was an unofficial act 
and one which any lawyer could perform, and advised them that if 
they were unwilling to pay his price they had better secure the serv- 
ices of some other lawyer for the purpose. The parties then went 
away, but returned later and agreed to pay the price White asked for 
drawing this bill of sale, which AVhite then prepared, and 600 taels 
were paid in the form of a draft on a Chinese bank, a photograph 
of which draft is herewith submitted in evidence, bearing upon it 
the chop, or Chinese stamp, of the consulate, an indication that the 
draft was collected in the name of the consulate and not of White. 
This bill of sale was duly signed in the presence of Consul-General 
Goodnow, and in his presence a draft upon a Chinese bank was 
handed by Seymour, tne purchaser, to Tam Wa, representing the 
sellers. The following fees were paid in connection with the transfer : 

Gonsul-generars seal $2.00 

Recording bUl of sale a 00 

Tonnage dues 6. 74 

Visiting vessel 25. 00 

Shipping 35 seamen 70.00 

Drawing bill of sale taels— 500 

The first two items in these charges are unofficial ; the second, how- 
ever, being double the prescribed tee. The third is official and duly 
accounted for. The fee of $25 for visiting the vessel is unauthor- 
ized and was never reported. The fee of $70, for shipping 86 for- 
eign seamen, is unofficial, but has never been reported. All of 
these fees were received by the vice and deputy consul-general, 
A. H. White, and it is pertment to remark that in his letter to the 
secretary of the American Association of October 10, 1902, Mr. Good- 
now, in describing the practice of his office in connection with the 
shipment of seamen, says : " If American seamen are signed, the regu- 
lar official fee is charged. If men are signed who are not American 
seamen, the same fee is charged as unofficial." In an explanatory let- 
ter to the Auditor, dated January 22, 1903, Mr. Goodnow made the 
following statement : " We do not keep any track of seamen shipped 
or discharged on these foreign-built vessels, as none of them were 
American seamen." Paragraph 82 : " In some cases the two sides 
wanted a witness of the contract, and I allowed Mr. White to go, 
outside of office hours, and witness the contract, making his own 
arrangement for compensation for his trouble. Some of these were 
entered as unofficial, as they did not come to me." These two state- 
ments in regard to the shipment of 35 seamen to the Kiangsi^ it will 
be observed, conflict. In the first letter Mr. Goodnow states that the 
practice of his office is to chargje the same fee for shipping foreign 
seamen on foreign-built American-owned vessels as lor shipping 
American seamen. In the second letter he makes an entirely mffer- 
ent statement, to the effect that he allowed Mr. White to perform the 
work, making his own arrangement for compensation, and he adds 
that the fees were not entered on the books because they were not 
received by the consul-general. As a matter of fact, the documents 
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submitted in evidence show that bills for these fees were regularly 
rendered in the name of the consulate-general, and they were paid 
in precisely the same manner as in the case of official fees. The item 
for shipping the seamen appears in the bill as precisely " shipping 
35 seamen at $2," and not for " witnessing the contract." 

In July, 1902, the Kiangsi was wrecked and a protest was noted and 
extended at the consulate-general at Shanghai. A bill for extending 
the protest and copying rees was rendered on July 31, 1902, in the 
name of the consulate-general, for $90 Mexican, wnich was paid by 
the shipowners and receipted for by White. The only account of 
these fees rendered to the Department is under date of August 20, 
1902, as follows : 

Noting protest $2. 00 

Extending protest^ 300 words 4.50 

Total 6. 50 

Mr. Goodnow explains the charge of $90 Mexican by stating that 
Deputy Consul-General White made at least four extra copies of the 
document for the owners. The fact is that if the protest contained 
only 300 words, as stated by Mr. Goodnow, the proper fee would have 
been: 

Extending protest, 300 words $3.50 

Making four extra copies ^ 4.00 

Total 7. 50 

instead of the $90 Mexican, equal to about $40 gold. 

Furthermore, the Consular Regulations, paragraph 486, Form No. 
159, require all fees of this character to be reported, but no report 
of these fees has been made other than that of the $6.50 above men- 
tioned. 

At the time when the Kiangsi was wrecked, Consul-General Good- 
now was requested to hold a court of inquiry in his consulate, which 
he declined to do, on the ground that the vessel was wrecked outside 
of his consular jurisdiction and that the captain was not an Ameri- 
can citizen, but a Swedish subject, and he advised the agents of the 
owners to request the Swedish consul-general to hold the court of 
inquiry. Complaint has been made of this action of Mr. Goodnow's 
and great stress laid upon it, but as a court of inquiry on the loss of 
the vessel was held in the Swedish consulate and no one was a loser 
by the refusal of Goodnow to hold the court, this side of the question 
may be dismissed without further consideration. If an error was 
committed in this respect it was evidently an error of judgment and 
not one in which there is evidence of evil intention. 

The wrong in this case is the registration of the Kiangsi in the 
American consulate as an American-owned ship under a transfer, 
the fraudulent character of which could have been easily established 
and the receipt by the consulate-general of heavy fees which Good- 
now appears at least to have participated in and which emphasize 
the gravity of his failure to satisfy himself that the transfer of the 
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ship was a legitimate one. Tarn Wa has made affidavit *» to the fact 
that the transfer was a fictitious one and White admitted to me that 
he knew it to be so. Seymour, whom I saw and conversed with, 
made several statements to me which were at variance with his writ- 
ten statement submitted to Goodnow. His name does not once ap- 
pear in the documents relating to the collection and payment of insur- 
ance on the ship and, indeed, there can be no doubt of the bogus 
character of the transfer. 

Here is a fraudulent transfer, the nature of which could have been 
easily discovered by careful inquiry, occurring at a time which 
should have aroused suspicion, and considerable sums of money com- 
ing into the consulate and benefiting its officials if not Goodnow him- 
self thereby. There was a money inducement to perform this act, and 
it is worthy of remark that none of these fees collected are recorded 
in Goodnow's fee book, while a charge of some $90 Mexican is made 
for extending the protest on the loss of the ship, the fee entered in 
the books being $6.50. 

It is incredible that Goodnow was alone imorant of the fraudu- 
lent character of this transfer. If he was, he was guilty of gross 
negligence. The bill of sale, a copy of which is among the documents 
submitted in evidence, is a brief and simple paper, which anv attor- 
ney would have been well paid for drawing up by a fee of $10. It 
bears the earmarks of having been copied out of some book of legal 
forms. Indeed, it is almost an exact copy of a form of bill of sale 
given in " Bancroft's Forms," one of the books which the records show 

« Tarn Wa^s affidavit. 

I, Thomas Ward, of Shanghai, in the Empire of China, commonly known among 
the Chinese as Tam Yuet Lun or Tarn Wa, do hereby solemnly and sincerely declare 
and supplement my declaration of September, 1902, in relation to the Kiangsi a£Eair 
by the following: 

That the Chinese check for 60,000 taels handed by Captain Seymour to me as the 
consideration for the alleged purchase of the Kiangsi had been i)reviou8ly given by 
me to the said Captain Seymour for this purpose in order to give the appearance 
of an actual sale, and that the said check was never presented at the bank for 
payment. 

Thomas Ward 
(Commonly known as Tam Wa). 

Declared before me. 

[seal.] G. D. Pitzipios, 

H. B. M. Vice-Ocmml, 

Shanghai, May 19, 1904. 



Shanghai, f^6th May, 1904* 
Hon. H. D. Peirck, 

Special Commissioner to the Orient , etc. 
Sir: In continuation of my affidavit which I forwarded to you some days ago, I 
now beg to state that, when the transfer of the Kiangsi was made to Captain Sey- 
mour, Mr. Goodnow, as consul-general for the United States of America, did not make 
me declare on oath that it was a bona fide transaction, and I further state that the 
only persons present were Goodnow, Seymour, and myself, and 1 represented all the 
Chinese owners (including myself) of that vessel, Kiangsi, as she was registered in 
my name in the Imperial Chinese Maritime Customs and 1 was at that time wearing 
Chinese costume. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

T. Ward. 
(Commonly known as Tam Wa.) 
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is in the library of the consulate-general at Shanghai. I may here re- 
mark that this bill of sale is a verbatim copj of the five bills of sale 
for the transfer of the five ships of the China Merchants' Company 
to Knights. That the exorbitant fee of 500 taels, equal to $300 gold, 
should have been charged and paid for this trifling service is sus- 
picious, and in view of the fact that it was paid to an official of the 
consulate, it leads to the inquiry, " Was it not intimated to the par- 
ties that this bill of sale must be drawn by White in order to make 
it acceptable to the consul-general ? " This would be in accordance 
with current rumors throughout China that parties having business 
with the consul-general in Shanghai must pay tribute. 

The further inquiry as to who drew up the bills of sale of the five 
ships of the Chinese Merchants' Company, and what was paid there- 
for, is pertinent. 

[Copy.] 

No. 278.1 Consulate-General of the United States, 

Shanghai, July 23, 1900. 
Sib: Inclosed please find copies of bills of sale of tlie steamers Tai shun, 
Toonan, Kwavg chi. Poo chi, and Chi yuen by the China Merchants' Steam Navi- 
gation Company to Capt A. E. Knights, an American citizen, of Shanghai. The 
transfers were not completed until about July 10. Oh each case the money 
specified in each bill of sale was passed over in my presence. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

John Goodnow, 
Consul'Oeneral, United States of America, Shanghai, 
Hon. T. W. Cbidleb, 

Assistant Secretary of State, Washington, D, C. 



Bill of sale of 8. S. Teenan. 

Knoxc all men hy these presents, That the China Merchants' Steam Naviga- 
tion Company, a corporation organized under Chinese law, and with its main 
office at Shanghai, China, the party of the first part, for and in consideration of 
the sum of ninety thousand taels, Shanghai sycee, to it in hand paid by Arthur 
B^ward Knights, a resident in Shanghai, China, the party of the second part, 
the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, does by these presents, signed by 
Ching Kwan Ying, managing director of the said company, in pursuance of a 
resolution passed by the board of directors of the said company at a meeting 
held the 18th day of June, A. D. 1900, grant, bargain, sell, and convey unto the 
said party of the second part, his executors, administrators, and assigns, that 
certain steamship named Teenan [Chinese characters], now in the service of 
the said party of the first part, together with all its machinery of all kinds and 
description — masts, canvas, anchors, and chains — and all and every article for 
the running of the said steamer now on board of the said steamer or in the 
possession of the said party of the first part, possession of the said steamer 
being given to the said second party by the delivery of this bill of sale signed 
by the said Ching Kwan Ying for the said party of the first part and sealed 
with the seal of the said party of the first part 

To have and to hold the same to the said party of the second part, his execu- 
tors, administrators, and assigns forever. 

And the sand party of the first part does, for Itslf, its administrators, and 
assrigns, covenant and agree to and with the said party of the second part, his 
executors, administrators, and assigns, to warrant and defend the sale of the 
aforesaid property hereby made to the said party of the second part, his 
executors, administrators, and assigns, against all and every person or persona 
whomsoever lawfully claiming or to claim the same. 

H. Doc, 666, 59-1 19 
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In witness whereof I have hereunto signed for the said China Merchants' 
Steam Navigation Company, and have caused the seal of the said company to be 
affixed hereunto, on the 26th day of June, A. D. 1900, at Shanghai, China. 
Signed, sealed, and delivered in the presence of — 

( Sgd. ) Chunfaitino. 

(Sgd.) A. H. White, 

[seal.] 

I, John Goodnow, consul-general, United States of America, for the port of 
Shanghai, China, do hereby certify that the within bill of sale, bearing date the 
26th day of June, A. D. 1900, of the schooner-rigged steamer Teenan [Chinese 
characters], built In 1881, at Newcastle, England, having a gross tonnage of 
tons, 1,536.51 ; deduction, tons 594.64 ; net tonnage, 941.87 ; sold and transferred 
by the China Merchants' Steam Navigation Company to Arthur Edward Knights, 
has been proved satisfactorily to me to have been duly executed by the suIh 
scribing party, and I further certify that Arthur Edward Knights, therein 
mentioned as purchaser of said vessel, is a citizen of the United States of 
America. 

As witness my hand and seal of this consulate-general the 26th day of June, 
A. D. 1900. 

(Signed) John Goodnow, [seal] 

Consul-General, United States of America, Shanghai. 



Bill of sale of 8. S, " KwanchV* 

Know all men hy these presents: That the China Merchants* Steam Navl- 
tion Company, a corporation organized under Chinese law, and with its main 
office at Shanghai, China, the party of the first part, for and in consideration 
of the sum of forty thousand taels Shanghai sycee, to it in hand paid by Arthur 
ESdward Knights, a resident in Shanghai, China, the party of the second part, 
the receipt of which is hereby aclcnowledged, does by these presents, signed by 
Ching Kwan Ying, the managing director of the said company, in pursuance of 
a resolution passed by the board of directors of the said company at a meeting 
held the 18th day of June, A. D. 1900, grant, bargain, sell, and convey to the 
said party of the second part, his executors, administrators, and assigns, that 
certain steamship named Kwanchi [Chinese characters], now in the service of 
the said party of the first part, together with all its machinery of all kinds and 
description, masts, canvas, ancliors, and chains, and all and every article for 
the running of the said steamer now on board the said steamer or in the pos- 
sssion of the said party of the first part ; possession of the said steamer being 
given to the said second party by the delivery of this bill of sale, signed by the 
said Ching Kwan Ying, for the said party of the first part, and sealed with the 
seal of the party of the first part 

To have and to hold the same to the said party of the second part, his ex- 
ecutors, administrators, and assigns, forever. 

And the said party of the first part does, for itself, its administrators, and 
assigns, covenant and agree to and with the said party of the second part, his 
executors, administrators, and assigns, to warrant and defend the sale of the 
aforesaid property hereby made to the said party of the second part, his exec- 
utors, administrators, and assigns, against all and every person or persons 
whomsoever lawfully claiming or to claim the same. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto signed for the said China Merchants' 
Steam Navigation Company, and have caused the seal of the said company to 
be affixed hereunto, on the 26th day of June, A. D. 1900, at Shanghai, China. 

Signed, sealed, and delivered in the presence of — 

( Sgd. ) C H U N FAITI NO, 

(Sgd.) A. H. White. 

[seal.] 

I, John Goodnow, consul-general, United States of America, for the port of 
Shanghai, China, do hereby certify that the within bill of sale, l)earing date the 
26th day of June, A. D. 1900, of the schooner-rigged steamer Kwanchi [Chinese 
charectersj, built at Shanghai in 1895, having a gross tonnage of tons 510; 



INSPECTION OP UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE ORIENT. 281 

deduction, tons 193.09 ; net tonnage, 316.01 ; sold and transferred by the China 
Merchants' Steam Navigation Company to Arthur Edward Knights, has been 
proved satisfactory to me to have been duly executed by the subscribing party, 
and I further certify that Arthur Edward Knights, therein mentioned as pur^ 
chaser of said vessel, is a citizen of the United States of America. 

As witness my hand and seal of this consulate-general the 26th day of June, 
A. D. 1900. 

[SEAL.] John Goodnow, 

Cansul-Oenerah BhanghaL 



Bill of sale of 8, 8. "Taishunr 

Knotq all men hy these presents: That the China Merchants' Steam Naviga- 
tion Company, a corporation organized under Chinese law, and with its main 
office at Shanghai, China, the party of the first part for and in consideration of 
the sum of two hundred and forty thousand taels Shanghai sycee, to it in hand 
paid by Arthur Edward Knights, a resident in Shanghai. China, the party of 
the second part, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, does, by these pres- 
ents, signed by Ching Kwan Ying, managing director of the said company, in 
pursuance to a resolution passed by the board of directors of the said company at 
a meeting held the 18th day of June, A. D. 1900, grant bargain, sell, and convey 
unto the said party of the second part, his executors, administrators, and as- 
signs, that certain steamship named Taishun [Chinese characters], now in the 
service of the said party of the first part, together with all its machinery of all 
kinds and description, masts, canvas, anchors, and chains, and all and every 
article for the running of the said steamer now on board of the said steamer 
in the possession of the said party of the first part: possession of the said 
steamer being given to the said second party by the delivery of this bill of sale, 
signed by the said Ching Kwan Ying for the said party of the first part, and 
sealed with the seal of the said party of the first part. 

To have and to hold the same to the said party of the second part, his execu- 
tors, administrators, and assigns forever. 

And the said party of the first party does, for itself, its administrators, and 
assigns, covenant and agree to and with the said party of the second part his 
executors, administrators, and assigns, to warrant and defend the sale of the 
aforesaid property hereby made to the said party of the second part, his execu- 
tors, administrators, and assigns, against all and everj' person or persons whom- 
soever lawfully claiming or to claim the same. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto signed for the said China Merchants' 
Steam Navigation Company, and have caused the seal of the said company to 
be affixed hereunto, on the 26th day of June, A. D. 1900, at Shanghai, China. 

Signed, sealed, and delivered in the presence of — 

(Sgd.) CHUNFAmNQ. 

(Sgd.) A. H. WnrtE. 

[seal.] 

I, John Goodnow, consul-general, United States of America, for the port of 
Shanghai, China, do hereby certify that the within bill of sale, bearing date 
the 26th day of June, 1900, of the schooner-rigged steamer Taishun [Chinese 
characters], built in 1896, at Whltechurch, Glasgow, Scotland, having a gross 
tonnage of tons 1,962.03 ; deduction, tons 756.02 ; net tonnage, 1,216.01 ; sold and 
transferred by the China Merchants* Steam Navigation Company to Arthur 
Edward Knights, has been proved satisfactorily to me to have been duly exe- 
cuted by the subscribing party, and I further certify that Arthur Ejdward 
Knights, therein mentioned as the purchaser of said vessel, is a citizen of the 
United States of America. 

As witness my hand and seal of this consulate-general the 26th day of June, 
A. D. 1900. 

John Goodnow, [seal.] 
Con^ul-Oenerah United 8tates of America, Shanghai. 
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Bill of sale of 8. 8. " Chi Yuen." 

Know all men by these presents: That the China Merchants' Steam Navigation 
Company, a corporation organized under Chinese law, and with its main office 
at Shanghai, China, the party of the first part, for and in consideration of the 
sum of seventy thousand taels Shanghai sycee, to it in hand paid by Arthur 
Edward Knights, a resident in Shanghai, China, the party of the second part, 
the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, does by these presents, signed by 
Ching Kwan Ying, managing director of the said company, in pursuance of a 
resolution passed by the board of directors of the said company at a meeting 
held the 18th day of June, A. D. 1900, grant, bargain, sell, and convey unto tlie 
«aid party of the second part, his executors, administrators, and assigns, that 
certain steamship named Chi Yuen [Chinese characters], now in the service 
of the said party of the first part, together with all its machinery of all kinds 
and description, masts, canvas, anchors, and chains, and all and every article 
for the running of the said steamer now on board the said steamer or in the 
possession of the said party of the first part; possession of the said steamer 
being given to the said second party by the delivery of this bill of sale, signed 
by the said Ching Kwan Ying for the said party of the first part, and sealed 
with the seal of the said party of the first part. 

To have and to hold the same to the said party of the second part, his exec- 
utors, administrators, and assigns forever. 

And the said party of the first part does, for itself, its administrators, and 
assigns, covenant and agree to and with the said party of the second part. 'his 
executors, administrators, and assigns, to warrant and defend the sale of the 
aforesaid property hereby made to the said party of the second part, his exec- 
utors, administrators, and assigns, against all and every person or persons 
whomsoever lawfully claiming or to claim the same. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto signed for the said China Merchants* 
Steam Navigation Company, and have caused the seal of the said company to 
be affixed hereunto, on the 26th day of June, 1900, at Shanghai, China. 

Signed, sealed, and delivered in the presence of — 

(Sgd) Chunfaitino. 

(Sgd) A. H. White. 

tSEAL.] 

I, John Goodnow, consul-general, United States of America, for the port of 
Shanghai, China, do hereby certify that the within bill of sale, bearing date the 
2eth day of June, A. D. 1900, of the schooner-rigged steamer Chi Yuen [Chinese 
characters], built in 1881, at Renfrew, Scotland, having a gross tonnage of tons 
1,8*^.55; deduction, tons 695.29; net tonnage, 1.177.20, sold and transferred by 
the China Merchants' Steam Navigation Company to Arthur Edward Knights, 
has been proved satisfactorily to me to have been duly executed by the sub- 
scribing party, and I further certify that Arthur Edward Knights, therein men- 
tioned as purchaser of said vessel, is a citizen of the United States of America. 

As witness my hand and seal of this consulate-general the 26th day of June. 
A. D. 1900. 

John Goodnow. [seal.] 
Consul-General, United States of America, Shanghai. 



Bill of sale of 8. 8. " Peechir 

Know all men by these presents: That the China Merchants' Steam Navigation 
CJompany, a corporation organized under Chinese law, and with its main office 
at Shanghai, China, the party of the first part, for and in consideration of the 
sum of fifty thousand taels Shanghai sycee, to it in hand paid by Arthur 
Edward Knights, a resident in Shanghai. China, tlie party of the second part, 
the receipt of which Is hereby acknowleilged. does by these presents, signed by 
Ching Kwan Ying, managing director of the said company. In pursuance of a 
resolution passed by the board of directors of the said company at a meeting 
held the 18th day of June, A. D. 1900, grant, bargain, sell, and convey unto the 
said party of the second part, his executors, administrators, and assigns, that 
certain steamship named Peechi [Chinese characters], now In the service of 
the said party of the first part, together with all its machinery of all kinds and 
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description, masts, canvas, anchors, and chains, and all and every article for the 
running of the said steamer now on board of the said steamer or In the posses- 
sion of the said party of the first .part ; possession of the said steamer bein^ 
given to the said second partj- by the delivery of this bill of sale signed by the 
said Ching Kwan Ying for the said party of the first part and sealed with seal 
of the said party of the first part. 

To have and to hold the same to the said party of the second part, his 
executors, administrators, and assigns forever. 

And the said party of the first part does, for itself, its administrators, and 
assigns, covenant and agree to and with the said party of the second part, his 
executors, administrators, and assigns, to warrant and defend the sale of the 
aforesaid property hereby made to the said party of the second part, his execu- 
tors, administrators, and assigns, against all and every person or persons 
whomsoever lawfully claiming or to claim the same. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto signed for the said China Merchants' 
Steam Navigation Company, and have caused the seal of the said company to 
be affixed hereunto, on the 26th day of June, A. D. 1900, at Shanghai, China, 

Signed, sealed, and delivered in the presence of — 

(Sgd) Chunfaitino. 

(Sgd) A. H. White. 

[seal.] 

I, John Goodnow, consul-general. United States of America, for the port of 
Shanghai, China, do hereby certify that the within bill of sale, bearing daffe 
the 26th day of June, A. D. 1900, of the schooner-rigged steamer Peechi [Chi- 
nese cliaracters], built in Glasgow, Scotland, having a gross tonnage of tons 
1,049.54; deduction, tons 417.93; net tonnage, 631.41, sold and transferred by 
the China Merchants' Steam Navigation Co. to Arthur Edward Knights, haM 
been proved satisfactorily to me to have been duly executed by the subscribing 
party, and I further certify that Arthur Edward Knights is a citizen of the 
United States of America. 

As witness my hand and seal of this consulate-general the 26th day of June, 
A. D. 1900. 

John Goodnow, [seal.] 
Conaul-Oeneral, United States of America, Shanghai. 



CoNsuLAB Service, United States of America, 

Shanghai, January 22, J90S, 
Sir : Replying to your letter of July 18, 1902, I beg to report that in my time 
as consul-general at Shanghai the following vessels have been put under the 
American flag here: 

1. July 23, 1900, steamers Taiahun, Toonan, Kwangchi, Pooohi, and Chi Yuen, 
from the China Merchants' Steam Navigation Company to A. E. Knights, re- 
ported in my No. 278 of that date. 

2. August 17, 1900, steamer Kiangsi, from Tam Yut-lun to Joseph Seymour, 
reported in my No. 298 of August 17, 1900. 

3. May 3, 1901, steamer Meian, built here by the Standard Oil Company. 

4. A steam laimch by Charles Sturmau, to secure a loan of 10,000 taels, tot 
which he had a bill of sale of the launch. 

Captain Knights transferred the five steamers in his name to the China Mer- 
chants' Steam Navigation Company on January 29, 1902. The Kiangsi sunk in 
July, 1902. The Meian is still running. The steam launch was retransferred 
in three mouths, and as soon as the mortgage was paid. 

The steam launch never paid any fees. The Meian has paid quarterly ton- 
nage dues. The Kiangsi left here as soon as registered, and did not come back. 
The steamers of Captain Knights paid one quarter dues in July, 1900. They 
were away most of the time after that and paid, we are informed, tonnage dues 
elsewhere. We do not seem to have charged them tonnage dues again If we 
should have done so please notify us and we will collect the proper amount. 

We did not keep any track of seamen shipped or dlschargc^l on these vessels 
as none of them were American seamen (par. 182). In some cases the two 
sides wanted a witness of the contract and I allowed Mr. White to go outside 
of oflice hours and witness the contract, making his own arrangement for com- 
pensation for his trouble. None of these were entered as unofl3L<Aa\l^«^^^'«^x>ass^ 
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did not come to me. If, under these circumstances, you desire a list of seamen 
lapped and discliarged from these vessels, I will do my best to get it, but it will 
not be easy. These crews were entirely Chinese. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, John Goodnow, 

CoMuhOeneial, 
Hon. E. G. Ttmme, 
Auditor 8tat^ Department, Washington. 



Davidson to the Department. 

Confidential.] 

No. 629.] 0)N8ulate-General of the United States, 

Shanghai^ China^ January H^ 1905. 

Sir : I have the honor to state that in compliance with instructions 
from the Department, I at once made inquiries regarding the bills of 
sale by which five steamers of the China Merchants' Steam Naviga- 
tion Company were transferred to Captain Kjiights, an employee in 
the company. I was unable to ascertain at that time whether or not 
any payment had been made to anyone in the consulate in return for 
the issuance of these bills of sale. The instructions from the Depart- 
ment direct me to be discreet in investigating the matter, and I 
therefore considered it unwise at that time to make direct inquiries of 
the parties most interested. Captain Kjiights has been out of town 
for some months and is still absent. 

After the departure of Mr. Goodnow I thought it best in order to 
comply with the Department's wishes, to interrogate Mr. Chun Fai- 
ting, who is the general manager of the company at Shanghai, and the 
person who would be responsible for any payments made on behalf of 
the company. 

Mr. Chun Fai-ting did not hesitate to answer frankly any inquiries 
and with equal wilungness signed and swore to the inclosed certifi- 
cate, which 1 drew up quickly in his presence. The document is not 
quite as formal and complete as I would have had it, had I not con- 
sidered it advisable to obtain his signature at once, and therefore was 
unable to devote the time to the paper that it deserved. 

I now confirm my telegram of January 10, as follows : 

Secret ABY State, Washington: 

In reply to your cipher telegram Chun Fai-ting, manager Merchants* Steam 
Navigation Company, makes sworn declaration that he paid Goodnow 500 taels 
for each steamer transferred to Knights and also 100 taels for each steamer 
retransferred to the company. Sworn declaration will be forwarded by next 
mail. 

Davidson. 

I have the honor to be. sir, your obedient servant, 

James W. Davidson, 
Vice-Consul- General in Charge. 
Hon. Herbert H. D. Peirce, 

Third Assistant Secretary of State, Washington D. C. 
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Chun Fai-Ting'a declaration. 

China Merchants* Steam Navigation Company. 

Shanghai, , 190 — . 

This is to certify that I, Chun Fai-Ting, manager of the China Merchants' 
Steamship Company, stationed at Shanghai, China, did pay, during the month 
of June, 1900, to John Goodnow, American consul-general, the sum of twenty-flve 
hundred taels (tls. 2,500) for the transfer of five steamers of the China Mer- 
chants* Steamship Company to Captain Knights, an American citizen in the 
employ of the China Merchants* Steamship Company, same being at the rate ot 
five hundred taels (tls. 500) a steamer; and furthermore on the retransfer of 
the same steamers from Captain Knights to the China Merchants' Steamship 
Company, I did pay a further sum of five hundred taels, the same being at the 
rate of one hundred taels (tls. 100) a steamer. 

Chun Fax 
Chunfaiting. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this tenth day of January, 1905, at 
Shanghai, China. 

[SEAL.] James W. Davidson, 

American Vice'Consul-General in Charge^ 

Five steamers at 500 taels and 100 taels, equals 3, 000 

Kiangsi steamship, at 500 taels and 100 taels, equals 600 

Total 3,600 

3,600 taels, at 65 cents, equals $2,340. 

Consulab Sbbvice, United States of America, 

Shanghai, January 20, 190S. 
Sir : Replying to yours of November 18, 1902, relative to the steamers Meian 
and Kiangsi: 

1. The Meian was built here by the Standard Oil Company, of New Yorlc, 
and was put in commission May 5, 1901. She is 461 tons. In the September 
quarter of 1902 $18.44 was paid for the tonnage dues to May 5, 1902. In the 
present quarter the same amount has been paid as to May 5, 1903 (par. 18 of 
official fees). I inclose herewith the list you asked for of her entrances and 
clearances. 

2. The Kiangsi was bought by Captain Seymour and put under the American 
flag in August, 19(X). She was chartered in the trade of the North Yellow Sea 
and never came back to this port after her departure in August, 1900. She 
sunk in July, 1902. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, John Ooodnow, 

Consul-General, 
Hon. E. 6. TiMME, 

Auditor State Department, Washington, 



[Copy.] 

Bill of sale of Kiangsi, 

Know all men hy these presents. That Tam Yut-lun [Chinese characters], the 
party of the first part, for and in consideration of the sum of sixty thousand 
taels, Shanghai sycee, to him in hand paid by Joseph Seymour, an American 
citizen, resident in Shanghai, diina, the party of the second part, the receipt 
of which is hereby acknowledged, does by these presents, duly signed, grant, 
bargain, sell, and convey unto the said party of the second part, his heirs, 
executors, administrators, and assigns, that certain steamship named Kiangsi 
[Chinese characters], now in the service of the said party of the first part; 
together with all its machinery of all kinds and description, masts, canvas, 
anchors, and chains, and all and every article suitable and necessary for the 
maintenance and use of said steamer and now on board of the said steamer 
or in the possession of the said party of the first part; possession of the said 
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steamer being given to the said second party hj the delivery of this bill of 
sale, signed by the said Tarn Yut-Iun and sealed with his seal. 

To have and to hold tb|e same to the said party of the second part, his 
executors and administrators and assigns forever. 

And the said party of the first part does for himself, his heirs, administrators, 
and assigns, covenant and agree to and with the said party of the second part, 
his heirs, executors, administrators, and assigns, to warrant and defend the 
sale of the aforesaid property hereby made to the said party of the second part, 
his heirs, administrators, executors, and assigns, against all and every person 
or persons whomsoever lawfully claiming or to claim the same. 

In witness whereof the said party of the first part has hereunto signed his 
name and affixed his seal hereunto on the 16th day of August, A. D. 1900, at 
Shanghai, China. 

Signed, sealed, and delivered in presence of 
(Sd) A. H. White. 

(Sd) Tam Yuet-lun [Chinese characters! . 



[Copy.] 

United States Consulate-GTeneral, Shanghai^ China, sa: 

Personally appeared before me, John Goodnow, consul-general of the United 
States of America, at Shanghai, China, Tam Yuet-lun [Chinese characters], 
to me well known, and signed hereto attached bill of sale and affixed there- 
unto his seal and received the sum of sixty thousand taels, Shanghai sycee, 
from the said Joseph Seymour, ajid acknowledged that he signed the hereunto 
attached bill of sale freely and for the purposes therein written. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and seal of office this six- 
teenth day of August, A. D. 1900. 

John Goodnow, 
Consul-Genera}, Vmted States of America, Shanghai. 

I, John Goodnow, consul-general of the United States of America at Shanghai, 
China, do hereby certify that the hereunto attached bill of sale, dated August 
sixteenth, A. D. 1900, of the schooner- rigged steamer Kiangsi [Chinese char- 
acters], built in June, 1882, at Sunderland, having a gross tonnage of tons, 
2,097.34; deduction tons, 740.93; net tonnage, 1,347.41 ; sold and transferred by 
Tam Yuet Lun to Joseph Seymour, has been proved satisfactorily to me to have 
been duly executed by the subscribing party. I further certify that Joseph 
Seymour, therein mentioned as purchaser of said vessel, is a citizen of the 
United States of America. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and seal of office this six- 
teenth day of August, A. D. 1900, at Shanghai, China. 

.John Goodnow, 
Consul-General, United States of America, Shanghai, China. 



Goodnow'^8 statement in re KiangsL 

United States Consular Servk^e, 

Shanghai, October 10, 1902. 

Sir: I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter of August 29, 
sent to me in September, after my return from Japan. The great 
pressure of business in this oiRce during the past month must be my 
excuse for delay in replying to you. I will reply very fully, giving 
you the true facts in the matter of which Mr. Ede has compTained 
to you, but regarding which he has never complained to me. 

In August, 1900, Captain Seymour, a well-known American pilot, 
of ample means, came to me with a duly executed bill of sale to him 
of the steamer Kiangsi, and asked that it be recorded here, and that 
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he be given authority to fly the American flag. I required the Chi- 
nese seller to appear and to make affidavit to the bona fides of the 
bill of sale. This he did.<» Being thus satisfied, and the papers pre- 
sented me being in order, I registered them and gave Captain Sey- 
mour the proper certificate to that effect. He paid the usual fees 
for copying and certifying. He did not pay to me, either personally 
or as official or unofficial fee, 500 taels or any other sum or sums than 
as above stated. The Chinese seller did not pay anything to me or 
to this office. I make this statement broadly, as I am told that a 
member of your committee has said that a photograph of a native 
bank order for 500 taels, said to have been paid through this con- 
sulate-general, has been shown your committee. Undoubtedly many 
native bank orders go through this consulate. And yet no order went 
through here which had anything to do with the registration of the 
Kiangsi hy me, [I certify that the above is a true copy, taken by 
me from the original letter on file in the archives of the American 
Association of China. — F. D. Cheshire.] 

After the wreck of the Kiangsi the captain, a Swedish subject, 
asked the deputy consul-general verbally that this office should make 
an investigation of his conduct, as otherwise he would be under a 
doud and find it hard to obtain employment. Mr. White referred 
the matter to me. I decided that I could not make any investiga- 
tion unless asked to do so by the American owner or by some party 
interested who might bring complaint against the American ship or 
owner. The next day a young man came to the deputy consul- 
general; said that he came from an insurance company (name not 
given), and asked why we would not make an investigation of the 
captain's conduct, as the captain had requested. Mr. White ex- 
plained to him that the captam was a Swede and that this consulate 
had no jurisdiction over him personally, the vessel not being Amer- 
ican built and registered. The youns: man expressed himself as sat- 
isfied and went away. No other application in this matter was ever 
made to this office. Neither the Union Insurance Company nor any 
of its officers ever made any application to me in the matter, nor did 
Mr. Seymour. The statement quoted in your letter as made to you 
that the owner, the captain, and the Union Insurance Comj^any of 
Canton had made an application to this office for a court of inquirj^ 
into the loss of said steamer and that that application was refused is 
absolutely untrue. 

The captain of the Kiangsi^ being a Swede, at our suggestion made 
application for the investigation or his personal conduct to the Swed- 
isn consul-general, who n\ade such investigation and declared the 
captain blameless for the loss of the vessel. The Swedish consul- 
general tells me that the captain can have no complaint. 

That is the whole story of the Kiangsi^ so far as I know it. If 
Mr. Ede or his company desired a court of inquiry he should have 
asked it of me. If he had complaint against me or this office he 
should have made it at once to the Department of State. This, I am 
glad to say, he has now done. He has written that I have been fur- 
nished with a copy of everything in the matter. That is not true. 
I have never had anything from Mr. Ede or his company, and know 
nothing of his or its complaint except as quoted in your letter. 

« See Tam Wa's affidavit, above, that he did tvot. 
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Now, to your questions : 

1. No application was made by the owner of the Kiangsi nor by 
anyone a^inst ship or owner for an inquiry into the loss of the 
steamer Kiangsi. The only request in the matter which was made 
was made by the captain and was for an investigation of his personal 
conduct. As I had no jurisdiction over him, and could not suspend 
him nor take away his master's certificate if he was blameworthy, I 
declined to make the investigation he asked. 

2. The right of an American living abroad to purchase a vessel 
for use abroad is the same as his natural right to purchase any other 

{)roperty, and such vessel is entitled to the same protection and is 
iabie in the same way as any other property owned by an American. 
The flag is put up as an evidence oi ownership, although, the vessel 
not being allowed by law to be registered, the flag does not give juris- 
diction over the crew any more than the American flag over a house 
or a piece of land in China gives American jurisdiction over the ser- 
vants or employees therein or thereon. Foreign-built vessels are not 
" registered '' as are vessels built in the United States. The consul 
records the properly executed bill of sale in his office, authenticates 
its execution and recording, and delivers to the purchaser a certifi- 
cate to that effect, inserting in the certificate a description of the 
vessel, tonnage, etc. ; certifying also that the owner is a citizen of the 
United States. This certificate is prima facie (not final) evidence 
of ownership. A sale in the regular way, with the usual business 
formalities, to a responsible party is ordinarily regarded as made in 
good faith and as entitling the owner to such certificate. 

Generally speaking, the status of foreign-built ships purchased by 
Americans is that of other American-owned property. 

3. The purchaser of a ship presents his proper papers to the con- 
sulate. They are signed ana acknowledged, duly recorded, a certifi- 
cate with copy of bill of sale is given him, and he pays the fees, as 
per published scale, for acknowledging, recording, copying, and cer- 
tifying. If American seamen are signed, the regular official fee is 
charged. If men are signed who are not American seamen, the same 
fee is charged as unofficial. The foreign-built vessel is not exempt 
from tonnage dues and other consular fees as is an American-buut 
vessel. The scale of fees is published and is hung up for everyone to 
see in the consulate. It is printed in the Hongkong Directory, and 
I will bo glad to show it to you here at any time. 

I am. sir. your obedient servant. 

John Good now, 

Consul-General, 
R. E. Lewis, Esq., 

Secretary American Association, Shanghai, 



[Copy.] 



Shanghai, September 5, 1902, 
Sir: It is reported that you paid 500 taels to this consulate for the 
privilege of transferring the steamship Kiangsi to the American 
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flag in 1900. Did you make such payment for such privilege? If so, 
to whom? 

Very truly, John Goodnow. 

Capt. JosEi'H Seymour, Shanghai 



September 5, 1902. 
Sir : In reply to your letter of to-day with regard to 500 taels that 
I was supposea to have paid to the llnited States consulate for the 
registration for the steamship Kiangai^ I beg to state that no such fees 
were ever paid by me. The only fees that 1 ever paid at the United 
States consulate tor my ship were about $200 for shipping fees, etc. 
Yours, truly, 

J. Seymour. 
United States Consul-General. 



Exhibit M. 
KiniKjsi case. 

No. 510.] Consulate-General of the United States, 

Shanghai f Fehntary 20^ 1903. 
Hon. H. H. D. Peirce, 

AssUtant Secretary of State , Washington^ I). C\ 

Sir: Replying to your No. 342, conveying to me the complaint of C. M. Ede, esq., 
agent Union Insurance Company, of Canton, regarding the registration and loss of 
the steamer Kiangtiy 1 have to make the following statement for myself and to inclose 
the statement of Mr. White: 

In August, 1900, Capt. Joseph Seymour calleil on me and asked me what was nec- 
essary to put a ship bought by him under the American flag. I read him paragraphs 
341-349 of the Consular Regulations, and told him that I would reqiiire the Cninese 
seller to come with him and to make statement that the sale was bona fide. Captain 
Seymour is an American; a pilot; wealthy; and constantly buying and selling prop- 
erty of different kinds. He asked me if I could draw the papers for the transfer. I 
answered that the extra work on me on account of the Boxer troubles gave me no 
time for outside work. A day or so later Captain Seymour and the Chinese seller 
came to ine and made affidavit verbally that tne sale was bona fide, and I told them 
that I would permit the transfer. They asked me then if I would draw the papers. 
I replied that I was too busy; that any lawyer conversant with United States law 
could do it. I did not refer them to Mr. Wnite or to any other person. A day or 
so later Captain Seymour and the Chinese seller brought me the necessary pa^rs; 
signed them in my presence; paid and received the money mentioned in the bill of 
sale. I saw no reason to doubt the genuineness of the transaction, and sent the docu- 
ments to be recorded, and later signed them and certifie<i to them, as provided by the 
R^^lations. I neither asked nor knew who drew up the papers. Captain Seymour 
asked about signing on the men. I found that none of tnem were Americans or 
American seamen under any meanin^^ of the word. I told him that, in my opinion, 
it was not necessary to sign them as it would be if the vessel were registered in the 
United States. He ask^ if I could let Mr. White witness the signatures. I told 
him that he might make arrangements with Mr. White to witness the signatures, but 
that as it would be a private (not oflicial) matter I would prefer that the witnessing 
be not done at the consulate. (See Par. 182, C. R. ) 

I did not hear of the vessel again until some time in July, 1902. Then Mr. White 
came into my office and told me that the steamer Kinngtsi had sunk and that the 
captain desired an inquiry into his conduct, as he would lose his certificate if not 
exonerated by a formal inquiry. I found that the wreck occurred outside my con- 
sular jurisdiction (near Swatow); that no application had been made by the owner 



290 INSPECTION OF UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE ORIENT. 

or anyone else concerned; that the captain was a Swede and we would have no juris- 
diction over him. On these grounds I told Mr. White to tell the captain to apply to 
the consul-general for Sweden and Norway. I saw the consul-general and explained 
the circumstances and our law on the subject to him. He held an inquiry, exon- 
erated the captain, and now tells me that certainly the captain has no complaint in 
the matter. 

On the next day after the captain was at the consulate, Mr. White came to me and 
said that a young man had come from an insurance company to ask about our reasons 
for not holding an inquiry on the captain's conduct. I told Mr. White to explain it 
and to say that no request had come from owner or anyone interested in the Kianggi 
for an inquiry. 

I heard nothing more in the matter until the secretary of the American association 
wrote me that Mr. Ede had made a complaint in the matter. I advised them that 
he should either make it to me or send it to the Department of State. Members of 
the committee tell me that it was ordered sent to you without comment. 

I was not absent from my office when Captain Brissander called. I was constantly 
in my office during business hours during the summer of 1902 until I was taken sick 
and went to Japan — from August 9 to Septeml^r 3 (my dispatch September 10). 

I notified you of the transfer of the Kiangsi by nay No. 298 of August 17, 1900. 

No request was made of me by the owner of the Kiangsi for an inquiry into the loss 
of the vessel. I never heard of any Chinese as connected with the vessel after the 
sale. No request was made of me by Mr. Ede or any insurance company for an 
inquiry into the loss of the vessel. The only request made here was to investigate 
the conduct of the captain for the sake of safeguarding his Swedish certificate. 

I beg you to note that the Chinese seller does not say that the payment of the fee 
for drawing up transfer papers was necessary to get the vessel transferred, but says 
that the arrangement was made with Mr. White after I had agreed to allow the trans- 
fer. Please note Mr. White's statement that the arrangement was made with him 
after they had tried to find some one to do it cheaper. 

Mr. Eae savs the fees for this privilege (of re^stration under the American flag) 
were $200 and 500 taels. He has no basis for this under the inclosures he sends you. 
His motive I will take up later. 

Had Mr. White the right to charge a fee for drawing up papers which it was no 
part of his official duty to draw? I can only answer this in the affirmative. If I 
draw a lejral paper, I charge a good price — at least as much as any lawyer would 
charge for like services. The client, as in this case, can go to any lawyer and is not 
obliged to have the work done in the connulate. The practice prevails generally. 
Mr. Scidmore, in Yokohama, is a practicing attorney. Lawyers familiar with Ameri- 
can law have l>een scarce here until the last two years, and often I have spent my 
evenings drawing papers for clients. Every United States consul in the East has drawn 
papers and has charged for them. I am charged, according to the American papers, 
with extortion. I can not be justly so charge<l under the fact that Mr. White drew 
a paper, in his private capacity, which could have been drawn elsewhere, and the 
price of which was fixed after an attempt to get some one to draw it cheai)er. 

Did I neglect my duty by not making an investigation into the cause of the wreck 
of the Kiangsi? I think not. Under this, I V)eg to call your attention to your No. 172 
of December 14, 1899, re the steamer Mei-an belonging? to the Standard Oil Company, 
in which you say "foreign -built vessels owned by citizens of the United States are 
not, within the meaning of section 4131, Revised Statutes, American vessels, and are 
not reqjuired to have American citizens as masters. Such vessels receive American 
protection merely Ix^cause thev are the property of United States citizens.'* 

If I have jurisdiction over the captain and members of the crew of such a vessel 
(they not being Americans), then I have jurisdiction to investigate the conduct of 
the butler in case an American house burns or is burglarized. Should the owner of 
the houHc or the ship ask an investigation then I should take action. In this case 
Captain Seymour has never asked any investigation. Should the insurance company 
or any one financially interest^Hl ask an investigation a^* against the house, ship, or 
American owner, then I should take cognizance of it. In this case neither the insur- 
ance company or any one financially interested has asked investigation from me. It 
is incredii)le to think that a manager of an insurance company bases his claim that 
he has asked investigation of a 50,000 taels loss on the statement that he has ordered 
a clerk to verbally ascertain why no inquiry could be held. No charge of negligence 
of duty on my part can stand on such testimony. 

I ask you to note the aninms running through Mr. Ede's letters. I would call 
your attention to the fact that Mr. Ede is a member of the municipal council of 
Shanghai. At the time, in the summer of 1902, when the municipal council of 
Shanghai differed from the unanimous consular body as to the jurisdiction of the 
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Chinese (courts in Shanghai, Mr. J. S. Fearon, the British subject who represents 
the United States on the Bankers' Indemnity Commission, told me that unless I 
would agree to do, in municipal matters, what the council told me to do the business 
interests allied with the council woul<l endeavor to drive me out of Shanghai. I 
answered that I would try to protect American interests, and that the council could 
not dictate to me. Immediately thereafter the secretary of the council detailed a 
detective to act in conjunction with my preidecessor, the American lawyer consulted 
by Mr. Ede, to try to find something to sm^irch any member of the consular staff of 
this ofiice. Mr. Fearon and the American member of the council were members of 
the Americ^an Association Com. and got instructions to the secretary to send Mr. 
Ede's complaint to you without any comment. At the annual meeting of the Ameri- 
can Association Mr. Fearon, and Mr. De Gray, of the China and Japan Trading Com- 
pany, and the American member of the municipal council, and Mr. Tucker, agent 
of tne New York Life Insurance Compwiny, were defeated for election as members 
of that executive committee after a canvass' on their part, they claiming to be hostile 
to this consulate. They ret»eived 8, 10, and 12 votes, respectively, out of a member- 
ship of over 50. That shows the feelings of the Americans here. 

Captain Seymour is still away from the city. I will send his statement as soon as 
he returns. 

I inclose Mr. White's statement. 

Ninety dollars Mexican was paid for extending protest, the offi(;ial fee for which 
was noted in my accounts of July, 1902, and for making several (at least four) extra 
copies, as requested by the captain. 

By arrangement Mr. White received $2 each, one time, for witnessing the signa- 
tures of the crew. 

I received |2 for one seal (see my unofficial fees). Mr. Derby received $3 for copy- 
ing the bill of sale into the record books. 

While I am answering this, I desire to clear up some statements which I see have 
been made in the home papers as coming from Shanghai. 

I am not a drunkard. 

I have not been expelled from the ** gentlemen's club." 

I am not ostracises! by the Americans and officials here. I invited 93 people to a 
dinner for Washington's Birthday this year; 8 regretted as beine out of town. The 
American member of the council and his wife asked to be excused; 83 have accepted, 
including all the consular b<xly, all the treaty commissioners, all the Chinese officials 
of sufficient rank, the customs officials of sufficient rank, and the executive com- 
mittee of the American Association, and the heads of American wholesale houses not 
represented on that committee. 

If there are any other charges against me, I am anxious to meet and refute them. 
I have stood a lot from four or five men since I have been here. They have indulged 
in gossip and slander. I am glad to see them come out in the open in this Kiangsi 
matter. And yet you will note that they do not give the name of the ** American 
lawyer" consulted (Mr. T. R. Jernigan). 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, John (toodnow, 

Ccnvtul- General. 



[Inclosure.] 

Dear Mr. Goodnow: In 1900 Captain Seymour and a Chinese came to me in my 
office and asked me to draw up papers transferring the steamer Kiangsi from the 
Chinese to Captain Seymour, saymg that you had agreed to allow the transfer. I 
told them that I would draw the papers for 500 taels. They thought that too much. 
I told them that I would not do the work for less, and advised them to go get a 
lawyer. They left, but returned the next day and offered me $400. I refused to do 
the work for that monev^ and asked them why they had not retained a lawyer to do 
it. After considerable dickering they finally laughed and said that the lawyer they 
had seen wanted more than I did, and said that tney would give me the 500 taels if 
I would hurry the work. I did the work at night, and gave the papers, properly 
drawn up, to Captain Seymour. I never said that I would not get all of the price. 
As a matter of fact, I did get all the fee and spent it myself. I md not tell Mr. uood- 
now that I had drawn the papers, nor did he ask me. After the papers were 
recorded Captain Seymour asked me to witness the signing of the sailors (crew). 
After asking the consul-general I agreed to witness the signing of the crew the next 
day at the snip for $2 each. This also was my private arrangement, wxd \ ^toqss^^j^ 
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these amounts. I only witnessed the signing of the crew once, as the Kiangsi left 
Shanghai at once and never returned here to my knowledge. 

In July, 1902, the captain of the Kiangsi came into my office and said that the 
Kiangsi had been wrecked near Swatow, and asked if we would hold an investigation 
of his conduct, as he would lose his certificate unless freed from blame by a formal 
inquiry. I took the matter to Mr. Goodnow, who was in his ofl5ce, who decided 
that we had no jurisdiction unless asked by the owner or some one bringing com- 
plaint against the owner or vessel, and advised the captain to go to the Swedish 
consul-general to clear himself personally. I repeated this to the captain. He said 
he was satisfied to do that and left the o^ce. The next day a boy, apparently 16 to 18 
years old, came in and asked me why we would not make an inquiry as the Captain 
Brissander had asked. I explained it to him as I had to the captam. He did not 
tell me what insurance company he represented, nor did he ask me to tell the consul- 
general that his company wanted an investigation. 

I never heard anything more about the matter until Mr. Goodnow told me that a 
complaint had been made and showed me a letter from the secretary of the American 
association to him and his reply. Then I told him as I have written above. 

I collected the official fee for extending the protest at the time of the loss of the 
ship and made at least four copies extra, for which I charged the regular copying 
fee per 100 words. I charged $2 each for witnessing the shipment of about 20 of the 
crew. There was also $2 for a seal by the consul-general, and the copying fee for 
recording the sale papers. There were no other fees. These totaled 1101.74. The 
ship sailed from here directly after she was transferred to Captain Seymour, and no 
other business was done for her here nor fees charged than I have stated above. 

The above statements are true. 

A. H. White. 



Exhibit N. 

Kkiiuin case, 

Hon. John Goodnow, 

United States Consul- Geiuraly Shanghai. 

Dear Sir: I am the registered owner of the Kiangsi. I have read the statements 
in connection with Mr. Ede's complaint against you about that steamer. I wish to 
be clearly understood that I have no complaint about that steamer. I wish to tell 
you everything that happened about that steamer from the time I got her. 

I came to you in the summer of 1900 and asked you what was necessary to put a 
vessel under the American flag, if I bought her, and what it would cost. You told 
me that a bill of sale must be made in a certain fonu and recorded in the consulate, 
and that the fees were light, but that the seller must come to you and sign the bill 
of sale and say that it was a true sale. I asked you if you could draw the papers for 
me, but you said that you were too buny. You said that any lawyer that knew his 
business could draw them. Tam (the seller) and I saw Mr. White, with whom I 
had had other business, and asked him if he would draw the papers. He said that 
he would for 500 taels. We offered him less, but he stuck out for that or nothing 
and told us to go to a lawyer if we did not want to pay his price. We found that a 
lawyer would charge us the same price as Mr. White, and I preferred to have Mr. 
White do the work. We accordingly told Mr. White we' would pay him the 500 
taels. He drew the papers, and we took them to you and signed them, and I paid 
the money for ship in your presence. I wanted Mr. White to witness the signing of 
the men, and maae a bargain with him at $2 gold each. I paid the fees and this 
money for witnessing (alK)ut $100). I paid Mr. White his money for drawing the 
papers, which I did not consider as a part of the fees to the office, as Mr. White said 
that was his own private business. The vessel was chartered and went north and 
was not back at Shanghai. She sunk last year. I did not see that anyone was to 
blame and did not ask for an inquiry, nor did I authorize anyone else to ask for one. 
The insurance money was paid without suit, and I see no reason for complaint. I 
have always been treated well at the consulate. 

J. Seymour. 

February 26, 1903. 
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CHARGES RELATING TO THE IMPROPER ISSUANCE OF PASSPORTS. 

Case of Finkehtein in alleged conspiracy to procure passport hy 
fraud on. hehalf of persons not citizens of the United States, 
On March 14, 1903, Aaron Finkelstein appeared at the United 
States consulate-general at Shanghai and made application in due 
form for a passport, claiming to be a citizen of the United States, and 
on March 28, 1903, upon the basis of this application, a passport was 
issued by Mr. Conger, United States minister at Peking, to the said 
Finkelstein. Finkelstein was identified as an American citizen by 
one George Stirling. 

On April 9, 1903, Consul Fowler, at Chefoo. wrote to Mr. Conger 
calling his attention to the fraud in the procuring of the said pass- 
port, and on investigation it was found that Finkelstein was born in 
Cx)nstantinople and had been living under a French passport for a 
number of years. It is alleged by Koyal J. Spear, in his affidavit of 
December 18, 1903, taken at Chefoo, China, by the United States 
vice-consul in charge, that this same Aaron Finkelstein approached 
him and offered him $2,000 — presumably Mexican money — to pro- 
cure for him an American passport, which he. Spear, declined, and 
Spear swears that it is his belief that John Goodnow, George Derby, 
and George Stirling are in a conspiracy to sell United States pass- 
ports to persons who are not citizens of the United States for large 
sums of money. Spear further swears that Finkelstein informed him 
that he paid to Stirling $500 Mexican for identifying him, but said 
that he did not pay Goodnow any money for a passport. 

David Adler, the proprietor of a low hotel in Tientsin, in his affi- 
tlavit made at Tientsin February 3, 1904, swears that Finkelstein 
secured a United States passport with the connivance of the officers 
of the United States consulate at Shanghai, China, and with the 
assistance of George Stirling. 

George F. Curtis states to me that Finkelstein admitted to him in 
Tientsin that he paid to Stirling $500 for aiding him to procure a 
United States passport, and that it was understood Derby received 
this money or part thereof from Stirling, and Mr. Curtis further 
informs me that Stirling stated to him that Goodnow and Derby 
made it a practice to procure passports for persons not American 
citizens for a money consideration, and that m the case of Finkel- 
stein he, Stirling, paid to Derby $400 of the $500 received from 
Finkelstein. The official correspondence shows that Finkelstein's 
passport was taken up by the order of the United States minister. 

Finkelstein subsequently admitted that he was not an American 
citizen and had obtained his American passport bv fraud. (See ex- 
hibit 4.) 

Case of N, Kaplun. 

N. Kaplun, the keeper of a low hotel in Tientsin, made application 
before the consulate-general at Shanghai for a passport September 
10, 1901, and upon the basis of this application a passport was granted 
him upon the identification of George Derby, marshal of the United 
States consular court. 
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In his application Kaplun swears that he was born March 2, 1855 ; 
that he was a native of the United States, residing in Seattle, where 
he was born ; that he left the United States January 1, 1890. 

As keeper of a low dive, complaints were made against him by the 
police of the foreign settlement of Tientsin, with request for infor- 
mation as to whether he was the bearer of a United States passport. 
Upon examination before Consul Ragsdale, Kaplun stated that he left 
the United States when he was 4 years old, instead of in 1890, as he 
swore in his application, and according to the statement by Kaplun 
in his examination before Consul Ea^dale, he does not appear to 
have returned to the United States since the age of 4 years, from 
which, from his own statement, he would seem to have been absent 
from the United States forty-four years. The police of Tientsin 
place Kaplun's age at about 60 years. If this is the case his birth at 
Seattle would have been impossible, as Seattle was onlv settled in 
1852. 

In this statement he alleged that he did not know Derby or Stirling, 
although it appears from his own statement that when in Shanghai 
he staj^ed at Stirling's hotel, a resort of the same nature as his own in 
Tientsin. 

Case of ^y. H. Erhardt. 

The said Erhardt is registered as a citizen of the United States at 
the consulate-general at Shanghai. 

It appears &om the affidavit of William Holliday that Erhardt is 
not an American citizen, but a subject of the Grerinan Empire, and 
there appear to be adequate reasons why Erhardt should prefer regis- 
tration as an American citizen in the consulate at Shan/^hai ratiier 
than to be under the protection and subject to the claims of the> 
German Empire. 

Mr. Curtis states that as result of his own investigation he found 
that Erhardt attempted to secure registration at the British consulate- 
g^eneral at Shanghai, but was refused, and that all the pilots, espe- 
cially Captain Murray, a pilot of the Inland Sea, residing at Kod6, 
Japan, know Erhardt and nave known him for years and will testify 
that Erhardt is known to be a German subject. (See exhibit 5.) 

Case of George /. Stirling. 

George I. Stirling admitted to Royal J. Spear, a:? it appears from 
Spear's affidavit of December 18, 1903, that he had never been in the 
United States, and Stirling was not registered as an American citi- 
zen at the United States consulate at Shanghai, yet Goodnow took up 
the case of Anna Stirling against him for divorce and compelled Stir- 
ling against his wishes to accept $300 for his place of business in 
Shanghai. 

The evidence of ownership of the property is in the Department 
of State. 

Case of R, Hazelton, 

Maxmilian Francis Dzionk, a German subject, made affidavit Oc- 
tober 30, 1903, before the British vice-consul, that, desiring a pass- 
port of the United States for the purpose of travel in China, he 
approached Hazelton, who informed him that he could obtain such 
a passport for him from the United States consulate for the sum of 
$100 Mexican. 
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That on November 22, 1898, Hazelton received from George A. 
Derby, marshal of the United States consulate, a United States travel 
certificate, which the said Hazelton delivered to Dzionk and for 
which Dzionk paid $100 Mexican, and Hazelton said that part of 
the said $100 would have to be paid to Derbj. 

That the said travel certificate was issued in the name of R. Hazel- 
ton, and it is alleged that Hazelton did not possess a United States 
passport. See Dzionk's affidavit, A 52, p. — . 

Consular Court Accounts and the Curtis Cases. 

In examining into the accounts of General Goodnow in Shanghai 
in connection with certain cases which had been brought to my atten- 
tion, it became necessary for me to investigate the accounts of Mr. 
Goodnow's consular court, and I therefore called upon him for his 
books showing the record of such accoimts, but was shown only a book 
containing some few entries and covering but a brief period. I there- 
fore said that I required all of the accoimts of his consular court and 
in reply was informed that no such book existed, but that the accounts 
could be made up from memoranda in the possession of the marshal 
and the accounts delivered to me within a week. I then ordered such 
a book to be prepared and I submit it in connection with the case. 

It will be noted that in no instance are any dates given except 
those which I have caused to be inserted from the records of the 
Department of State, in red ink, so far as it has been possible to 
establish them. 

In the complaint and charges submitted by Mr. George F. Curtis 
occur a number of instances in which the proper disposition of moneys 
paid into Mr. Goodnow's consular court is brought into question, 
and I therefore submit the following report on this feature of these 
charjges, together with a narrative account of the cases under consid- 
eration bringing them into such consecutive order as to make them 
comprehensible, which, in the form submitted by Mr. Curtis, they 
could hardly be said to be, without careful consideration of dates and 
the bearing of one upon another. 

While there are some instances of an apparent misappropriation of 
fees received by failure to report the same^ this does not amount to 
any very large sum, but the whole exhibits at best a most repre- 
hensible looseness of accounting and of administration. But much 
more grave is the evidence that Mr. Goodnow was using the great 
judicial powers which the law as it stands has invested our consuls! 
m China with, to improperly obtain large sums of money for himself 
to which he had not the smallest shadow of right and the evidence of 
this in certain cases is so strong and so convincing that conclusive 
evidence in rebuttal on Mr. Goo(Eiow's part is necessary to acquit him 
of the charge of grave malfeasance in office. 

(1) No. 538. September 30, 1902— U. S. v. Comstock or Ranger v. 

Comstock. 

This case is the first of the three suits between these parties; the 
situation at the time being as follows : 

Andrews & Greorge is me name of a large firm doing business in 
metals, having a branch house in Shanghai^ Cftvm^^ f • "^- "^^svj^jst 

H. Doc. 665, 59-1 20 
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being their manager. This firm engaged Samuel Comstock as agent 
for uiem at a salary and commission to obtain business. The latter 
had sold a shipment of brass and copper for them in Port Arthur to 
Nee Chang Mow, a Chinaman, but had made no accounting of the 
sales, although requested to. 

The case was heard September 17 and 18, 1902, by Consul-General 
Qoodnow, his decision feing that "jurisdiction did not lie in this 
court." 

The charge of $10 for two hearings is properly accounted for by 
(joodnow to the Auditor for the Treasury, the total costs bein^ given 
in his ledger as $40.30, $6 of which are marshal's fees. Marshal 
Eterby, however, does not report any fees as having been paid him in 
his sworn statement to the Department. 

No irregularity is shown, except in the marshal's returns. 

No. 542. October 11, 1902. — Comstock v. Ranger. 

From the first suit another was then instituted by Comstock a^inst 
Ranger on the ground that the latter had committed perjury in the 
case of U. S. v, Comstock. 

There were two hearings, October 3 and 7, 1902, and the case was 
settled by both parties withdrawing their charges. 

While all reference to the case is omitted by Goodnow in his ledger, 
and the marshal in his returns has not mentioned the receipt of any 
fees, marking it " Case continued," Goodnow has accounted to the 
Auditor for $15 for three hearings. 

No irregularity is shown, except in the marshal's returns. 

No. 1072. October 25, 1902. — Andrews & George i\ Comstock. 

This suit was a continuation of the first cases against Comstock. 
There were four hearings by Goodnow, October 14, 15, and 17, 1902, 
the decision being that Andrews & George should pay costs. 

George F. Curtis, counsel for Comstock, states that Andrews & 
George paid into court a large sum of money, the amount of which 
he is unable to state. Goodnow's ledger gives $169.20 as the amount 
paid in as costs, which sum includes $18 marshal's fees and $90 for 
six hearings (in reality but four). Goodnow, however, accounts to 
the Treasury for only $75 for five hearings, and Marshal Derby does 
not report any fees at all as having been paid him. 

Due to the Government, $15. 

No. 1075. January 12, 1903. — Nee Chang Mow v. Andrews & George. 

The shipment of copper and brass sold April, 1902, by Samuel 
Comstock, representative in Port Arthur of Andrews & George, to 
Nee Chang Mow, and described in the case of U. S. or Ranger v. 
Comstock, led to the following suit : 

The payment for this metal is now the basis of a new suit by Nee 
Chang Mow against Andrews & George on the ground of false and 
fraudulent representations made by them in the sale of the copper 
and brass to him. 

The case was heard on November 18, 19, 20, 24, and 28, 1902, judg- 
ment being rendered January 8, 1903, by Consul-Genend Goodnow 
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in favor of Nee Chang Mow, the court costs to be paid by Andrews & 
George. 

G<wdnow's ledger acknowledges a total of $258.90 as having been 
paid into court as costs, $21 of which were marshal's fees. 

Marshal Derby, in his sworn return to the Department, does not re- 
port having received any fees in this case ; neitner does Consul-Gen- 
eral Goodnow, in his account with the Auditor of the Treasury, re- 
port any hearing fees, although in his own ledger he aclmowledges 
having charged and received $105. 

George F. Curtis, counsel for Nee Chang Mow, stated in this 
office that Andrews & George paid into court 968 taels, equal to 
$629.20 gold, as part of the judgment, and which was to be paid 
to Nee Chan^ Mow ; but the latter has never b^n able to obtain the 
money from Goodnow, although more than a year has elapsed. 

Mr. Curtis also states that Andrews & George paid $105 gold 
and that he himself paid 100 taels into court to cover costs; that 
Marshal Derby declined to give him a receipt and an accounting; 
that Derby finallv returned to him 40.35 taels gold, retaining me 
balance, 59.65 taels. 

As Nee Chang Mow, Mr. Curtis's client, had won his case and 
Andrews & George, as per judgment, had to pay the costs, Mr. Curtis 
was entitled to the return of his full deposit of 100 taels, or $65 gold ; 
instead of which Marshal Derby returned him only $26 and kept the 
balance, about $38 gold. 

Due the Government, $105, hearing fees. 

Due Nee Chang Mow, $629.20 gold (968 taels). 

Due George F. Curtis, $38 (59.65 taels). 

See A 38, sections 3, 4, 5. 

THE DZIONK LAND CASE. 

This appears from the documents to have been a conspiracy on 
the part of one Hazelton, aided by Derby, marshal of the consular 
court, and with the connivance of Goodnow, to defraud Maximilian 
Francis Dzionk, a German subject, and obtain possession in favor of 
other parties of a parcel of land owned bj Dzionk. 

Hazelton approached Dzionk and solicited him to have the title 
to his land in Shanghai registered in the United States consulate in 
his (Hazleton's) name for a small consideration, and to this end to 
transfer the title to him. The alleged object of this was to give to 
Dzionk, who was not an American citizen, the benefit of the protec- 
tion of his title in the United States consular court. It does not 
appear whether the title ever was or was not registered in the United 
States consulate, but a declaration of trust was given by Hazelton, 
which alleges that such registration was made. 

Hazelton then apj)ears to have entered into a conspiracy with 
Derby to defraud Dzionk by bringing suit against a Chinaman who 
was alle^d to have had some lien on the land, and this suit wa^ 
brought m the mixed court, not the consular court of the United 
States, the benefits of which it was the distinct purpose of the trans- 
ferrer to obtain. The suit was lost, by the judgment of the court, 
the land reverted to the Chinese claimant, who, however, was required 
hj the court to pay the sum of 4,650 taels to Hazeltoiv ^a tcvis^ftfc \sst 
I^onk, and Hazelton in his accountmg to T>eiox^ I^t ^^ ^hv^tsk^ 
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received charges 1,900 taels for money advanced and services ren- 
dered by Derbv, 2,000 taels for lawyers' fees, 250 taels for his own 
services, and thus leaving 500 taels onl^ for Dzionk for a piece of 
property valued at $72,000 gold ; and Dzionk alleges that he has been 
informed that Goodiiow received 10,000 taels from the Chinese claim- 
ant for his services in arranging the affair. 

Goodnow collected the money, as is shown by his letter of receipt 
dated May 21, 1901, and failed to account to the counsel in the case 
for the 2,000 taels charged as " lawyers' fees." 

See Browne Burke's affidavit, B 39a, p. — . 

See Dzionk's affidavit, B 28, p. — . 

[Copy.] 
CONSULAB SEBVICE, UNITED STATES OF AMEBICA, 

United States Ck)Nsui«ATE-6ENEBAL, 

Shanghai, China, May 21, 1901. 
SfiB : I beg to acknowledge receipt of your dispatch of date, inclosing native 
bank draft for 4,560 taels, in full settlement of Hazelton & Smith's mortgage 
claims against Pao Yuan Hsiang and Fong Hsiang Chi. 

With reference to this case, I would express my appreciation of your energetic 
enforcement of the Judgment as rendered in the mixed court by yourself and the 
assessor. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

John Goodnow, 
Consul-General United States of America. 
Hon. Mr. Chang, 

Mixed Court Magistrate, Shanghai. 

District of Columbia, City of Washington: 

I certify that the above is a true copy of a photographic copy 
of a letter from John Goodnow to Hon. Mr. Chang, dated Shanghai, 
China, May 21, 1901. 

tSEAL.] William McNeir, Notary Public. 

)£CEMBER 22, 1904. 

U. S. V, A. J. E. Browne-Burke. 

To clearly understand these cases it is necessarv to know the cir- 
cumstances leading up to them and also the state of feeling among the 
various parties interested, as it developed between the cases. 

A. J. E. Burke, or Browne-Burke, is an American citizen from St. 
Paul, Minn. ( Goodnow 's State) , 36 years old. (B 33.) He was duly 
admitted on May 2, 1890, to practice law as " an attorney in good ana 
regular standing " before the supreme court of that State. Copy of 
certificate to the effect (B 38) is signed by C. A. Pidgeon, clerk of 
the supreme court; also certificate (B 38) from the chief justice, 
Charles M. Stuart, and P. E. Hanson, secretary of state (Minn.), 
that Pidgeon's signature is genuine and that he (Pidgeon) was at 
that time clerk of the supreme court. (B 42, 43.) 

Browne-Burke temporarily resided at Tientsin and was practicing 
law in Shanghai, where on September 1, 1900, he became involved 
in a case by which, he states in his affidavit (B 39a), a German sub- 
ject named Dzionk was swindled out of land valued at about $72,000 
ffold, and he (Browne-Burke) out of 2,000 taels, or $1,066 gold, 
oj Goodnow, Derby, and Hazelton. George F. Curtis, a Shanghai 
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attorney, formerly in the law library of Congress, says that Dzionk 
showed him papers in Goodnow's and Derby's writing establishing 
the fact beyond question, and that Browne-Burke had equally in- 
criminating documents in his possession. 

The circumstances leading up to the next case may be stated to be 
as follows: 

Browne-Burke, on August 21, 1902, made a contract with George 
Warren, a circus proprietor, by which Browne-Burke, as attorney, 
was to receive one-third interest for prosecuting Warren's claim 
against the Chinese Government for $103,800, on account of damages 
to his circus business sustained during the Boxer outbreak, which 
claim was filed with the United States Claims Commission. 

An examination of the papers of the United States Claims Com- 
mission (119 Peking) shows that Warren was awarded $34,123.17 on 
his claim on September 15, 1902, so that Browne-Burke was actually 
the rightful owner of $11,374.39 on that day, but of this he was 
probably ignorant. 

The next day, September 16, Derby appeared at Browne-Burke's 
office and said (B 33, affidavit of Browne-Burke) : 

I have come to tell you that Goodnow has sent me for the contract that George 
Warren gave you. Goodnow will imprison you and seize your books, papers, 
and private effects under a false execution, and be will disbar you not alone in 
Shanghai, but in all the courts in China, and fix you properly, and if you don't 
do as he says you will be ruined. On the other hand, if you will fix it up with 
Goodnow and keep in with him, you will get a nice thing out of it. The Claims 
Commission will allow Warren about $35,000 gold out of his claim. You can 
not run any big deals through like that on your own account without Goodnow 
l)eing let in. 

Between this date, September 16, and the 22d Derby called several 
times at Browne-Burke's office and made similar threats to him, as — 

John Goodnow is here for the money ; he has the power and he will use It. 
He is the king here and you can not go against him. Goodnow has issued 
false executions and antedated papers and has concocted schemes to have false 
charges made against persons before, and you look out that he does not do so 
with you. I warn you. Goodnow is consul-general, Judge, and court, all in 
one. He will break you in two and drive you out of Shanghai. Stand in with 
him and you will yet get a nice thing out of Warren^s claim, but you must settle 
with Goodnow. (B 33.) 

After four such interviews, Browne-Burke still refusing to give up 
his contract, Curtis, who was then on friendly terms with Goodnow, 
was invited to dine at the consulate (B 69, sec. 2), and requested by 
Goodnow to also help " force " Browne-Burke to give up this desir- 
able contract. It is, of course, unknown whether the persuasion used 
by Curtis was similar to that employed by Derby or not. Curtis 
says in this affidavit (A 37) — 

he (Curtis) was requested by Goodnow to use his best endeavors to secure 
from Brown-Burke said power of attorney, which affiant (Curtis) succeeded in 
doing, by stating to the said Browne-Burke that the court would withdraw said 
charge of embezzlement against him and submit the matter to arbitration. 

In another affidavit Curtis says (B 69) that at this dinner Goodnow 
told him that Browne-Burke — 

was a disreputable attorney and was, in his opinion, living under nn assumed 
name; and that he was not an attorney, but was supposed to have stolen some 
one's certificate of admission to the bar. 

That having heard similar defamatory statements against Browne-Burke 
from both Derby and Deputy Consul-General White, Vife Vs^VvfeN^^ XX^rxcw^ 'axv^^ 
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acting as he thought in the interests of justice, he went to Browne-Burke and 
told him of Gooduow's threats. Browne-Burke then said: **The charge of 
embezzlement is false and is a malicious conspiracy on the part of Goodnow, 
Derby, and White, and Warren has been forced to consent to same, to rob me 
and deprive me of my property and divide the same among themselves ; but to 
protect my good name I will surrender the contract with Warren." 

As corroborative of this statement, that " Warren has been forced 
to consent to same," Mr. Morrison (bureau of accounts) has in his 
possession a power of attorney (copy herewith) executed by Warren 
the same day — September 22— before Deputy Consul-General White, 
authorizing Arthur B. Hykes, son of Vice-Consul-General Hykes, at 
Shanghai, to " receive " and " pay out " said award " as I shall 
direct." This, although Browne-Burke was still the owner of one- 
third of the award and had not yet consented to surrender his con- 
tract with Warren. 

It would also appear from this document that on the very day that 
Goodnow, through Derby and Curtis, was working on Browne-Burke, 
White was also at work on Warren, with the same end in view, viz, 
to obtain possession of Browne-Burke's contract with Warren. 
Copies of power of attorney annexed. 

Curtis's "arguments" appear to have been effectual, for the pro- 
posed arrangement was actually carried out. The suit for embezzle- 
ment was brought up September 23-24, 1902 (see dispatches). Cur- 
tis was appointed arbitrator; the case against Browne-Burke was 
quashed, Warren having to pay costs, and Browne-Burke surrendered 
his contract. 

The oflScial account of this case says — 

Browne-Burke was charged with having, on the 81st August, while being em- 
ployetl as an attorney by one George Warren, ret'eived and collected from the 
Japanese consulate-general (in reality Warren's Japanese circus — see dispatch, 
Sept. 29, 1902) certain moneys, the property of the said George Warren, to wit, 
the sum of $500 Mexican, and since refused to pay over and deliver the said 
money to the said George Warren and had embezzled and feloniously taken 
away the said money. 

Curtis himself says (B 69, sec. 4) upon hearing the evidence as 
arbitrator he found the said charges were absolutely groundless and 
so stated at the hearing of the case. 

The court costs were presumably paid by Warren, judging from 
the methods of collection adopted by Goodnow in the next case, but 
no mention of them or of the case is found in Goodnow's ledger nor 
in the marshaFs returns, nor is any return made by Goodnow to the 
Government for the hearing fees. George F. Curtis states that to his 
knowledge fees were paid into court. 

The $34,125.17 award on AA'arren's claim was dulv paid by the 
Chinese Government and turned over to the State bepartment, a 
most significant circumstance in connection therewith being that War- 
ren made the first two installments of $8,530.80 each, or $17,061.60, 
payable to Arthur B. Hykes, youngest son of John R. Hykes, then 
vice-consul-freneral at Shanghai, and these sums Mr. ^lorrison reports 
have accordingly been paid to Hykes. 

The third installment was paid to Warren; but the fourth and last 
installment has been held up at the request of George F. Curtis (see 
his letter to Secretary of State dated September 26, 1904.« 



a The fourth installment has since been paid to Warren, Feb. 20, 1905. 
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Exhibit A. 
No. 2546.— Paid Feb. 3, 1903. 

Firgt ingtallment, 

$8^30.79. 

Keoeived from the Secretary of State of the United States the sum of eight thousand 
five hundred thirty and 79A00 dollars, in payment of 25 % of tne award of 
$34,123.17, made by the United States Claims Commission sitting in China, in the 
claim of George Warren (Warren's Circus), No. 205, against the Chinese Govern- 
ment for destruction of personal property, etc., in China during the Boxer uprising 
ml900. 

Witness my hand at Shanghai, China, this 22nd day of April, A. D. 1903. 

(Signed) Arthur B. Hykes, 

Attorney in fact for George Warren, 
Attest: 

A. H. White, 
Deputy Conml' General f U. S, A. 
(Seal of consulate-general, Shanghai.) 



Exhibit B. 

No. 2740.— Paid March 9, 1903. 

Second installment, 26 per cent, 
$8,530.79. 

Received from the Secretary of State of the United States the sum of eight thou- 
sand five hundred thirty and 79/100 dollars, in payment of 25^ of the award of 
$34,123.17, made by the United States Claims Commission sitting in China, in the 
claim of G^rge Warren (Warren's Circus), No. 205, against the Chinese Govern- 
ment for destruction of personal property, etc., in China during the Boxer uprising 
in 1900. 
Witness my hand at Shanghai, China, this 12th day of May, A. D. 1903. 

(Signed) Arthur B. Hykes, 

Attorney in Fact for George Warren 
Attest: 

A. H. White, 
Deputy Consul-General^ U. S. A. 
(Seal of U. S. consulate-general, Shanghai.) 

Exhibit C. 
No. 3194, paid February 15, 1904. 

Third installment, 

$8,530.79. 

Received from the Secretary of State of the United States, the gum of eight thou- 
sand five hundred thirty and 79/100 dollars, in payment of 25 % of the award of 
$34,123.17 made by the tJnited States Claims Commission sitting in China, in the 
claim of George Warren, No. 205, against the Chinese Government for destruction of 
personal property, etc., in China during the Boxer uprising in 1900. 

Witness my hand at Hamburg, this tenth day of October, A. D. 1903. 

(Signed) Georoe Warren. 

Attest: • 

E. H. L. MUMMONHOFF, 

U, S, Vice and Acting Consul- General, Hamburg Germany, 
(Ck>njnilate seal.) 

While not pertinent to the immediate subject in hand, in connection 
with Warren^ claim for $103,800 and the award of $34,125.17, it is 
interesting to note that Warren's circus balance sl\eftt.^6ifc^^S^5sN.SVMiw 
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claims commission (Book 119, Conger tx) Department), shows the 

J early profits on the circus to have been £174, or $870, and that 
anuary 3, 1900, just previous to the Boxer outbreak, Warren bought 
his partner's hair interest for $3,000. 

Continuing the story, Curtis says in his affidavit (B 69) that 
Browne-Burke met him on November 10, 1902 — 

In tbe Central Hotel, Shanghai, and used " discourteous words " to him for his 
arbitration decision, and three days later he (Curtis) related the incident to 
White, who urged him (Curtis) ** to induce the manager of the hotel, A. H. 
Campbell, to institute a charge of disturbing the peace against Browne-Burke," 
and that Derby also urged him to do so, stating " that no greater service could 
be rendered the United States consulate, and that Goodnow was Just waiting 
such a chance to crush Browne-Burke." 

Soj carrving out Goodnow's wishes, expressed by AMiite and Derby, 
he did induce Campbell to bring a charge of disturbing the peace 
against Browne-Burke, which charge he drew himself and had signed 
by an employee of Campbell's. 

The next day the following case was brought : 

No. 545. December 8, 1902 — United States r. Browne-Burke. 
Charge : Drunk and disorderly. 

This case was heard November 17, 1902, by Consul-General Good- 
now (see dispatch), page — , "but the defendant, having been re- 
leased on his own recognizance, failed to appear, having left town." 

George F. Curtis, who was counsel for the manager of the Central 
Hotel, asked the court for a "bench warrant to arrest Browne-Burke, 
as he has deliberately remained away in contempt of court.'- 

Goodnow replied (see official newspaper account) : 

Motion granted. I do not want to pass on this case, if I can possibly help It, 
in the absence of Mr. Browne-Burlce, but I shall issue a bench warrant for him 
tQ be brought here and then I shall trouble you gentlemen to be here again. 

On December 15, 1902 (see B 31a, affidavit of Browne-Burke, 
sworn to before Henrv^ P. Fletcher, secretary o*f legation at Peking, 
and Goodnow's letter to Browne-Burke of March 7), Goodnow and 
Derby, without authority of law, entered Brown-Burke's law office 
and took out his steel safe containing $580 gold, private documents, 
books, letters, letter press, and furniture of the value of $500 gold ad- 
ditional, and without any civil case or judgment having been ren- 
dered against Brown-Burke, disposed of part of his effects at an 
alleged auction, apparently without advertising the same, and arbi- 
trarily appropriated the proceeds to the settlement of certain alleged 
claims against Browne-Burke without any hearing in court, and 
appropriated the balance to himself. 

This is coiToborated by the letter of Brown-Burke dated March T, 
1903, and signed by Goodnow as consul-general, in which he says: 

In order to protect your servants in the wages due them and to obtain the 
costs due the United States in the suit against you, I gave an order to sell the 
effects of the office at public auction, and out of the proceeds were paid $61.45 
Mexican (about $30). 

The proceeds of the alleged auction of goods, valued by Browne- 
Burke at $500 gold, is reported to Brown-fiurke as $205.45 Mexican, 
equal to about $100 United States gold, but no mention is made or 
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the contents of his safe, which contained $680 gold, nor is there any 
record of these sums or any sum in this connection enter^ in his 
ledger or docket, nor is any return of any kind on their account made 
to wie Government in this case by either Goodnow or Marshal Derby, 
nor has any return ever been made of the $30 costs. 

Taking the statements made by Goodnow himself in his letter of 
March 7 alone, and supposing that he acted in good faith on an action 
for distress by Browne-Burke's landlord, his course was illegal, high- . 
handed, and regardless of Bi-owne-Burke's rights, whom he treatedas 
an outlaw. If the action in distress proceedings be admitted as 
regular, still the appropriation of the balance of the proceeds to pay- 
ment of other unaojudicated claims, as wages of servants, was unwar- 
ranted, while the collection of the bill of costs, which must from the 
known facts have been excessive and which have never been accounted 
for in Goodnow 's returns, was a high-handed act which savors 
strongly of dishonesty. 

By what shadow of fancied right Goodnow laid hands upon papers 
held bj Browne-Burke as security and disposed of them as he saw fit 
it is diflScult to conjecture. . 

I submit in this place a copy of this letter for convenience in refer- 
ence: 

No. 6143.] Consular Service, United States op America, 

Shanghai, March 7. 
Sir : I beg to acknowledge receipt of yours of February 27. 

1. I note that you say that you wrote me on November 15 and December 4. 
Neither letter has been received at this office. 

2. On Noveml)er 15 a warrant was issued from this court for your arrest on 
the charge of being drunk and disorderly. On November 16 it was served on 
you and you were released on your own recognizance to appear for trial on 
November 17 at 10 a. m. When you did not appear, the marshal of the court 
went to your office and your inten^reter said that you had left word with him 
that you had gone to Soochow and Hangchow on business, to be gone for about 
three weeks. I sent to Soochow and Hangchow and found that you had not been 
in either place. Some time later, about January 1, the police informed me that 
they had learned that you were then in Tientsin. 

3. On December 15 your landlord, W. Chlng Fong, dosed your office, which 
had been in charge of your ser\-ants until that time, and seized tlie effects 
therein for the rent due him ($90). In order to protect your servants in the 
wages due them, and to obtain the costs due the United States in tiie suit against 
you, I gave an order to sell the effects of the office at public auction. They 
were sold By L. Moore & Co., and netted $205.43 (Mex.). This was paid out as 
follows: Costs. $61.45 (Mex.) ; rent, $90 (Mex.) ; Kow (pro rata wages), $12.15; 
King (pro rata wages), $41.83. 

4. We found in your office nine volumes belonging to the United States con- 
sulate-general. The consular stamp in two volumes of these had been as far 
as possible erased. 

5. I have here at the present time 1 letter file, 1 catechism, 1 Goldsmith, 1 
ledger, 1 Bible, 1 Cassel's Family Lawyer, 1 Murray's Grammar, 9 volumes 
United States Statutes, and 1 lot miscellaneous papers. There are other 
claims for debt filed against you. 

6. There was in your office one fang-tan for about 6 mow, which had been 
deposited with you as securitj' for your fee in a Chinese case in your hands. 
The papers in the matter were produced to me and showed that you had 
received $50 in cash and had been promised $250 if you won the case and that 
the fang-tan was dejwsited with you as security for this latter amount. The 
records showed that you had done nothing in the case. The fang-tan was 
therefore returned to the owner. 

7. You will recollect that I told you on one of the previous occasions when 
you were brought before me for drunkenness, that I would take up your permis- 
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sion to practice law here on the next offense. I will therefore thank you to 
send me the document that I gave you allowing you to practice here. 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

John Goodnow, Conaul-C^eneraL 

ANTONIUS J. BUBKE, ESQ., 

(Known in Shanghai as A. J. £3. Browne-Burke, esq.), 
Tientsin, China, 

DiSTBiCT OF Columbia, City of Washington: 

I certify that the above is a true copy of a letter from John Goodnow to 
Antonious J. Burke, dated March 7. 

[seal.] William McNeib, Notary Public, 

Decembeb 21, 1904. 

Browne-Burke, after his release on his own recognizances started 
for Peking, "to lay the matter of Goodnow's persecutions before 
Minister Conger, but on the way he was taken sick in Tientsin, was in 
the hospital tor months, and his life was despaired of." It. is per- 
tinent to remark that according to Curtis (6 69, sec. 6) Browne- 
Burke had documents in his possession tending to incriminate Good- 
now and Derby in the swindling of Dzionk out of land worth 
$72,000, ajid himself of $1,066. If so, this may have been an induce- 
ment for Goodnow and Derby to enter his premises and obtain posses- 
sion of his papers. 

This was earlj in 1903. About March, 1903, occurred Goodnow's 
disagreement with Curtis over the case of Nee Chang Mow v. An- 
drews & George, where Derby is said to have committed perjury 
(B 65a ^ and the blocking, by the refusal of Barchet (acting consul- 
general), by order of Goodnow to give Curtis certified copy of judg- 
ment in the case of Nee Chang Mow t\ Andrews & George, whereby 
Nee Chang Mow was unable to secure execution of judgment in his 
favor of January 8, 1903, the previous case. (B 56.) 

In June the bitterness between Goodnow, Derby, and Curtis was 
further increased at the end of the Rolker v, Rolker case (B 60), 
when Curtis was forcibly put out of the consulate and his papers 
instituting suit against Mrs. Rolker for payment of his services 
in her case were torn up and thrown after him into the street. 
(A 37, sees. 15, 16, 17, 18.) Goodnow forced Curtis to pay him 
$300 (see photograph of check), page — , to avoid a charge of embez- 
zlement. In this case Curtis swears that Goodnow fined him $52 
Mexican, but no entry of this fine is to be found in his ledger, nor 
was it ever reported. 

With the Giller r, American Trading Company, Sterling v. Ster- 
ling, and Curtis v. Sterling cases, Goodnow's hostility to Curtis 
gradually increased, so that the latter was unable to practice law in 
Shanghai, it being impossible for him to get any certified copies of 
papers or get any ousiness done at the consular court. 

Finally, late m 1903, Curtis left Shanghai to go to Peking and 
also appeal to Minister Conger, and here he met Browne-Burke, and 
being now prepared to join forces with him, on January 18, 1904, 
they commenced suit against Goodnow, Derby, and White to recover 
part of the Warren award, Bjowne-Burke giving Curtis a power of 
attorney (B 44), and Curtis in turn (B 45) transferring the power 
of attorney to Congressman Van Duzer (Nevada) and Alexander 
Mullowny,^ of Washmgton, D. C. 
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WARRENS POWER OF ATTORNEY TO A. B. HYKBS. 

Know all men hy these presents: That I, George Warren, a citizen of the 
United States of America, residing in Singapore, China, have made, constitoted. 
and appointed, and by these presents do make, constitute, and appoint Arthur B. 
Hykes, of Shanghai, China, my true and lawful attorney for me, and in my 
name, place, and stead, and for my use to receive from the United States Gov- 
ernment any and all sums of money which may be awarded to me by said 
Government as compensation for losses and damages sustained by me in Tien- 
tsin, China, about June, 1900, during the Boxer troubles, for which said losses 
I have filed my proper claim with the Honorable James W. Ragsdale and 
Honorable W. E. Bainbridge, U. S. A., claims commissioners in China, giving 
and granting to my said attorney full power and authority in and about the 
premises, and to use all due means, course, and process in the law, for the full, 
effectual, and complete execution thereof, and in my name to receive said 
money and to make, execute, and deliver all and every instrument in writing 
under seal, or otherwise, including receipts for money, and to disburse and 
pay out any and all money which he may receive for me, and as I shall direct, 
and generally to say, do, act, transact determine, accomplish, and finish all 
matters and things whatsoever relating to the premises as fully and amply 
and effectually to all intents and purposes as I could do if personally present, 
with full power of revocation or substitution, hereby ratifying and confirming 
and holding valid all that my said attorney shall lawfully do or cause to be 
done by virtue of these presents. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and seal the 22nd of Sep- 
tember. 1902. 

(Signed) Geobge Warben. 

Signed, sealed, and delivered in the presence of — 

C. R. HOLCOMB. 

A. H. White. 



[Copy.] 



Consulate-General of the United States, Shanghai, Ghinat ss: 

On the twenty-second day of September, A. D. one thousand nine hundred 
and two, before nie, A. H. White, deputy United States consul-general at Shang- 
hai, personally appeared the within-named George Warren, whose name is 
subscribed to the annexed instrument as a party thereto, personally known to 
me to be the individual described in and who executed the said annexed instru- 
ment and acknowledged to me that he executed the same freely and volun- 
tarily and for the uses and purposes therein mentioned. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal 
the day and year in this certificate above written. 

[seal.] a. H. WnrrE, 

Deputy U, 8. Consul-Generah 



(Written on paper bearing the watermark of the Department of State, such 
as is supplied to our consulates.) 

[Copy.] 

Pekin, China, October i7, 1902, 
Sir: I have the honor to inform you that I have filed a claim against the 
Chinese Government for indemnity for losses sustained during the " Boxer " 
uprising in 1900. 

I am now directed by our minister, Mr. Conger, to send to the Department of 
State my address or that of my attorney. I beg to inform you, therefore, that 
Mr. Arthur B. Hykes. of Shanghai, has been duly constituted and appointed 
my true and lawful attorney for me and in my stead to sign all receipts, vouch- 
ers, etc., for any payments that may be made on my claim. 
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Mr. Hykes's address is Arthur B. Hykes, esq., care of the United States con- 
sulate, Shanghai, China. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

George Warben. 
Hon. John Hat, 

Secretary of State, Washington, D, C. 

April 14, 1903. — J. E. Giller v. American Trading Company. 
April 14, 1903. — Giller v. American Trading Company. 

These are cases brought by J. E. Giller, a Russian : First, to rescind 
a contract; second, for breach of contract on the part of American 
Trading Company. 

In the first case Giller, in August, 1901, made a contract with the 
American Trading Company to charter the steamship Protector for 
three months at $10,000 per month, his understanding being that the 
company would ship 2,000 tons of cargo by this steamer. The cargo, 
however, was shipped by another steamer after Giller had made the 
contract. 

On August 23, 1901, Giller made a contract to sell goods in Port 
Arthur and elsewhere on certain terms with the American Trading 
Company, and that having contracted with other parties to deliver 
their goods and having paid them 5,000 rubles for this purpose they 
did not ship the goods, but applied the 5,000 rubles to his account in 
payment for the steamship Protector. 

These cases were heard MarcK 23, 24, and 25, 1903, and judgment 
given April 8, 1903, by Consul-General Goodnow in favor of the 
American Trading Company in both cases, the costs to be borne by 
plaintiff and defendant in equal shares. 

The costs paid in these cases, as per Goodnow's ledger, were 
$150.20, which includes $12 marshal's fees and $60 for four hearings. 

The niarshars returns to the Department do not report any fees 
as having been received by him in these cases. 

Goodnow, however, re])ort8 $()0 hearing fees to the Auditor. 

George F. Curtis, who appeared for Oilier, has shown a photo- 
graph of a receipt from A. H. A\liite, United States consulate at 
Shanghai, for 400 taels and $130, amounting to $380 gold, paid by 
him in those cases as costs. Curtis further states that he paid to 
George F. Derby, the marshal described by Curtis as the clerk of the 
court, an additional sum of 200 taels (1 tael equals 05 cents), or about 
$130 gold, a total amount of $520 gold, and alleges that William 
Katz, of Chefoo, can attest these payments. 

If the costs as per Goodnow's judgment (see official newspaper 
clipping, April 8, 1903) were to be borne equally by both plaintiff 
and defendant, the total amount received by Goodnow in these cases 
must have been $1,040 gold; but in his ledger he reports the receipt 
of only $150.20, whereas Curtis's photograph alone shows the receipt 
of $390. 

Due Oeorpe F. ('urtis ns counsel for GiHer $390.00 

Less one-half costs 75.10 

314.90 
Due George F. Curtis from marsbal 130.00 

444.90 

An equal amount would appear to be due to the American Trading 
Company. (See A 37, sec. 10-12.) 
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April 14, 1903. — J. E. Giller v. American Trading Company. 

This is a similar case to the previous suits, Giller having made 
a contract for goods with Mr. Lakser, believing him to be an agent 
of the American Trading Company. 

There were two hearings — April 8 and 9, 1903 — and judgment was 
rendered by Consul-General Goodnow "that the case is dismissed, 
with costs against plaintiff (Giller)." 

The marshal makes no entry of the case at all, while Goodnow 
reports in his ledger the costs as $90.85, of which $6 are marshal's 
fees and $30 for hearings. The $30 is correctly reported to the 
Auditor by Goodnow. 

George F. Curtis states that Goodnow appointed two assessors <» of 
the court , or associate justices, who had not qualified in that capacity 
as required by United States Statutes, and that one of these assessors 
was tne agent of one of the parties in the suit. Curtis also states 
that both he and Giller paid $15 gold each for having two deposi- 
tions taken, which, Curtis states, was paid in the presence of William 
Katz, of Chefoo. These sums are not reported at all by Goodnow in 
his ledger as having been received. 

(14) No. 1079. May 9, 1903.— American Trading Company v. Sam'l 

Zimmerman. 

This case is closely allied to the 1st suit of Giller v, American 
Trading Company, to rescind his contract with them to charter the 
S. S. Protector^ and is now brought against Samuel Zimmerman as 
a partner of Giller's for payment as per contract on the charter of that 
vessel. 

The case was heard April 15, 17, 27, and judgment rendered May 
7, 1903, by Consul-General Goodnow against Zimmerman for 7,208.70 
taels and costs. These costs are reported by Goodnow in his ledger 
as $172.70, which includes $15 marsnal's fees and $75 for 5 hearings. 

Goodnow has correctly reported $75 to the Auditor, but the mar- 
shal a^in makes no return of any fees as having been received by him. 

No irregularity shown except as regards the marshal's fees (see 
A 37, sec. 14). 

(8) No. 1073. November 29, 1902.— Carmela Rolker v. J. H. Rolker 

(civil). 

No. 1074. November 29, 1902.— Carmela Rolker v. J. H. Rolker 

(divorce). 

The situation at the time of bringing these two cases was, briefly : 
Mrs. Carmela Rolker, wife of Jolm H. Rolker, having loaned her 
husband, from whom she is seeking a divorce, various sums, has 
brought suit to recover the money from him. 

These cases were heard November 20 and 28, 1902, and the decision 
of Consul-General Goodnow in the money or first suit was in favor 
of Mrs. Rolker, whose husband was to pay the court costs. 

a The assessors were A. J. Osgood and G. McGaslin (see A41, sec. Q\. 
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These costs are reported by Goodnow in his ledger as $34 in each 
suit, of which $9 are marshars fees and $15 for 3 hearings (in reality 
but 2) in the money or first suit, and $3 marshal's fee and $15 hear- 
ing fee in the divorce or second suit. 

Both these hearing fees are correctly reported by Goodnow to the 
Auditor for the Treasury and also in his ledger. The marshal, how- 
ever, swears to the receipt of $8.50 in eadi case, while Goodnow 
reports paying him $3 in one case and $3 in the other. 

George F. Curtis was the counsel in these cases for Mrs. Rolker. 
According to his own statement, " he had expended certain moneys 
in her behalf and having funds of hers in his possession amounting 
to $300 Mexican proposed to apply this sum to liquidating his ac- 
count for services and expenditures, which amounted to $500 gold." 
This she disputed, and Curtis brought suit against her, fiUng the 
complaint with Goodnow, together with a cheque for costs and an- 
other for $300 covering the claim. 

Two days later Goodnow summoned Curtis to the consulate, de- 
clined to hear the case, returned the cheque, and the marshal then 
and there destroyed the complaint, and lorcibly put Curtis out of 
the consulate. (B 60.) • 

Subsequently Goodnow informed Curtis that he, Goodnow, had 
consented to act as arbitrator to settle the dispute and informed 
Curtis that he must pay into court $300 or he would be sued crim- 
inally. 

This Curtis did. Photographs of his cheque herewith.* 

Of the receipt of this $300 Mexican there is no record made by 
Goodnow in his ledger or by Marshal Derby. Whether Goodnow 
paid it back to Mrs. Eolker or kept it is not known. On January 
19, 1904, Curtis brought suit to recover, at Peking, before Minister 
Conger. (A 37, sees. 15, 16, 17, 18, B 60.) In this case, as stated 
before, Goodnow fined Curtis $52 Mexican, as stated by the latter 
in his deposition, but no return of this fine has been made. 

(16) No. 1089. July 25, 1903.— George F. Curtis v. Sterling. 

This case, while a small one, is interesting because while both 
Goodnow and Marshal Derby correctly report the total amount of 
costs, each one gives an entirely different version of how the money 
was distributed. 

The marshal in his returns for December quarter, 1903, gives the 
disposition of the costs as — 

Marshal $2. 60 

Clerk 3. 70 

Court 2.00 

Total &20 

Goodnow in his ledger reports as follows : 

Docket $1. 00 

Petition V. and f 2.10 

O and a - 4.00 

Execution, levy and filing 1. 10 

Total a 20 




H. Doc. 665, 59-1 21 
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April 25, 1903.— Woo Foh Kee v. Jos. Dederichs. 

George F. Curtis for Dederichs. 

Woo Foh Kee, a Chinaman, entered into a contract with Dede- 
richs to become partners as commission agents. Woo's claim for 
dissolution of the partnership was that he was advancing all the 
money. On February 8 Curtis, with somebody claiming to be a 
police officer, carried off all the books. 

Case heard March 4, April 1, 2, and 6. Judgment of April 24 was 
that Dederichs was to pay $101.35 gold and divide equally the 
further costs with Woo Foh Kee. 

This case is interesting because, while Goodnow's ledger shows the 
total costs paid in were $159.85 and that this sum, with the exception 
of one Government hearing fee of $15, had all been paid out under 
various items, yet, curiously enough, Goodnow actually accounted 
to and paid the Government $60 hearing fees in this case, showing 
conclusively that the various items were all made up for the occasion. 

To docket case 3 petition 2.10, v. and a., issue served $4 $9. 10 

To answer, $2.10; serve copy, $2; order to attorney re answer 5.10 

To answer amended, $2.10; serving, $2 4.10 

To subpoena, 2 associates 3. 50 

To 4 notices of hearing, at $1.75 7. 00 

To 24 witnesses subpcenaed, at $1.75 42. 00 

To 15 witnesses' fees, at $1.50, viz, Fereira, Pereira, Pfeiffer, Kremer, 
George, Lyon, Woodbridge, Woods, Rowe, Juster, Detrich, Tellefsen, 

Nippon, Emporiiun clerlj, Sturtzen, Kauwgama, at $1.75 22.50 

Noting 65 exceptions, at $0.15=$9.45 ; filing 67 exhibits at $0.10=$6.70— 16. 45 

Oaths to 25 witnesses 2.50 

Interpreter, $2 6. 00 

Judgment seal and file, $2.10; execution, $2.50 4. 60 

Copying papers 2. 00 

To hearing fee 15.00 

To court attendance, marshal, $16; crier, $4 20.00 

Total 159.85 

(Sec. A 37, sec. 8.) 



Cases of Government fees {hearing and fines) which have been received by 
Consul-General Chodnow since August 1, 1900, hut not accounted for to the 
Auditor, 



Name. 



^-Amount. 



Description. 



Boeck. BroB.-v. L. Ruben 

C. G.Pope, in assignment 

C. C. Bennett estate 

John Strong estate 

A. M. Bisbee estate 

M. H. Cook estate 

C. H. McCaslin estate 

United States v. T. Beresford 

E. OUerdessen estate 

Wm. Endicott estate 

Amelia Ortwin estate 

Nee Chang Mow v. Andrews & Oeorge . 
United States v. M. Gorman 



D%ie the Qovemment on discrepanciea between amounts paid into 
court and amount accounted for to Auditor. 

Andrews^ George v. Comstock 

Warren or United States v. Browne-Burke (case No. 541) . 



142 1 
146 ' 
154 I 
172 I 

174 ; 

176 j 
180 I 
190 I 
1»2 ; 
IM 
216 



$10.00 
10.00 
30.00 
45.00 
45.00 
30.00 
30.00 
4.50 
15.00 
30.00 
30.00 

105.00 
10.00 




4fi.(n 



Hearing. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Pine. 
Hearing. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Pine. 



Hearing fee, 
balance. 

Hearing 
fees. 



\ 
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Due Nee Chang Mow on case 1075 v, Andrews & George, deposited by 

Andrews & George, to be paid him $629.20 

Due Geo. F. Curtis, case 1075, Nee Chang Mow v, Andrews, etc., Itept 

by Marshal Derby 38.00 

Due A. J. E. Browne-Burke, case No. 545, Nov. 11, 1902 1,080.00 

Due Geo. F. Curtis, counsel for J. E. Giller, cases 1077-78 444.90 

Probably an equal amount due American Trading Co. in cases 

1077-80 awaiting confirmation 444.90 

Curtis's fine for contempt of court, not reported by either Goodnow 

or Derby. (See A 48. sec. 17, Curtis aflWavit) 52.00 

Due Browne-Burlte on Warren contract 11,374.39 

Due Browne-Burlie on Dzionk case, counsel fees 1,066.66 

Due Dzionk on land swindle, less 500 taels 72,000.00 

Due Curtis on cheque paid to avoid charge of embezzlement, $300 

Mex. (See photograph, p. — ) 150.00 



[Circular.— S. D.. 8, 8, 1900-100.] 

consular court fees and fines, 

Department of State, 

August 1, 1900, 
To certain consular officers of the United States, 

Gentlemen : The following Executive order is communicated to you for your 
information and guidance: 

** executive order. 

"Consular court fees and fines imix>sed and collected by consular courts are 
hereby declared to be official. They are to be used to defray the expenses of 
the consular courts, and detailed accounts of receipts and ext)enditures are to 
be rendered to the Secretary of State on the 30th of June of each year. Any 
surplus remaining? at the end of the year, after tlie expenses of the courts have 
been paid, is to be turned into tlie Treasury. . 

Treasury Department, 

Washingtoji, March 23, 1906. 
Hon. Herbert H, I>, Peirce, 

Thh'd A-^'Sf'sff/nt Secretary of Staie^ 

Dtpartment of State, Washington, D, C, 
Sir: In coinpliance with your verbal request, per Mr. Gassett of 
your office. I have to indose herewith copies of the accounts showing 
the receipts of consular court fees, fines, and expenses and the bal- 
ances of fees remitted by Mr. John Goodnow to the Secretary of the 
Treasurv while acting as consul-general at Shanghai, China, during 
the fiscal vears ended June 30, 1901, 1902, 1903, and 1904, numbered, 
respectively. 1, 2, 3, and 4 for the years mentioned. 
Respectfully, 

Ernst G. Timme, Auditor, 



Consular court f*'rs, finfA. and expenses for the fiscal year ended June SO, 1901. 

Dr. 

No7. 2, 1900. Cost of putting W. L. Fagan on board ship $5. 25 

May 15, 1901 . Cost of putting H. Magee on board ship 5. 25 

June 27. 1901. Hire stenographer, American Trading Co. v. Pacific Exp, 

Lbr.Co. 50.00 

Jan. 12, 1903. Money order to Secretary of the Treasury 89. 50 

Total 160.00 
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Cr. 

Nov. 2,1900. W. L. Fagan, fine $10.00 

Nov. 15,1900. Hearing fee, Senbrenick r. Reuben 10.00 

May 15,1901. H. Magee, fine 10.00 

May 15,1901. G. I. Sterling, fine 1 10.00 

May 15,1901. T. Elliott, fine 5.00 

June 27, 1901. Hearing fee, American Trading Ck). v. Pacific Exp^Lbr. Ck). . 105. 00 

Total 150.00 

John Goodnow, Consul-General. 



Consular court fees, fines, and expenses for the fiscal year ended June SO, 1902. 

Db. 

Oct. 21 , 1901. Hire stenographer, Municipal CJouncil v. Dunning $10. 00 

Oct. 23,1901. CoBtof putting J. Goffey on board ship... 5.25 

Oct. 23,1901. Cost of putting M. Clifford on board ship 5.26 

Feb. 24, 1901. Cost of putting L. Stuttgart on board ship 5. 25 

Aug. 20, 1901. Hire stenographer, The New Press v. W. F. Cary 5. 00 

Aug. 29, 1901 . Hire stenographer, U. S. , A. J. E. Brown-Burke 5. 00 

Apr. 28,1902. Hire stenographer, U. S. r. G. Spencer 3.00 

Miy 5,1902. Hire stenographer, St. Kee v. R. A. Hazelton 5.00 

June 27, 1902. Hire stenographer. U. S. v. Meade DeLorme 3. 00 

June 30, 1902. Hire stenographer, U. S. v, Langf ord & Ward 10. 00 

Jan. 12,1903. Money order to Secretary of Treasury 1 13.00 

Total 69.75 

Cb. 

July 26.1901. A. S. Kudson, fine...: $7.00 

Aug. 29, 1901. A. J. E. Brown-Burke, fine 12.00 

Aug. 29, 1901. Hearing fees. The New Press v. W. F. Cary 5. 00 

Oct. 21, 1901. Hearing fees, Municipal Council v. Dunning & Co 5. 00 

Oct. 23,1901. J. Goffey, fine 10.00 

Oct. 23,1901. M. Clifford, fine 10.00 

Dec. 30,1901. A. H. Ellsworth, fine . 4.50 

Jan. 2,1902. M. Dunn, fine 2.00 

Feb. 24,1902. L. Stuttgart, fine 5.25 

Feb. 24,1902. N. C. Rosieli, fine 2.00 

Feb. 24,1902. E. Linton, fine 2.00 

May 5,1902. Hearing fee, St. Kee r. R. A. Hazelton 5^.00 

Total 69.75 

John Goodnow, Consnl-Oeneral, 



Consular court fees, fines, and expenses for the fiscal year ended June SO, 190S^ 

Shanghai, China, 

Db. 

Sept. 18, 1902. Associate fees, U. S. v. A. Plant $8.00 

Sept. 13, 1902. Clerk of court and marshal, U. S. v. A. Plant 6. 00 

Sept. 13, 1902. Hire of stenographer. 17 hearings, 3 at $5. $15; 5 at $7, $35; 

5 at $7.50, $37.50; 4 at $10. $40... 127.50 

Dec. 3, 1902. Ajssociates and witnesses' fees, U. S. v, Valis & Morano 11. 68 

Dec. 3, 1902. Interpreter (Filipino) , U. S. v. VaKs & Morano 20. 85 

Dec. 3, 1902. Interpreter (Chinese) , U. S. r. Valis & Morano 2. 50 

Dec. 3,1902. Clerk of the court, U. S. v. Valis & Morano 1.04 

Dec. 3,1902. Marshal, U. S. v. Valis & Morano 4.17 

June 30, 1903. One desk, 3 chairs, and railing for court room . . .*. 41. 13 

June 30, 1903. Hire of stenographer, 10 hearings at $10, $100; 5 hearings at 

$7.50,$37.50 137.50 

June 30, 1908. Draft favor Secretary of the Treasury for balance IQHift 

Total -^'^ 
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Cr. 

Oct. 22, 1902. Five hearing fees, American Trading Co v. Pac. Expt. Lum- 
ber Co $75.00 

Oct. 22, 1902. Two hearing fees, J. H. Ranger v. S. H. Comstock (embez- 
zlement) - - 10.00 

Oct. 22, 1902. Three hearing fees, J. H. Ranger v. S. H. Comstock (per- 
jury)..- - 15.00 

Oct. 22, 1902. Five hearing fees, Andrews & George t?. S. H. Comstock 75. 00 

Nov.18,1902. W. Hnghes,fine 2.00 

Nov. 29, 1902. Three hearing fees, Rolker v. Rolker (divorce) 15. 00 

Nov. 29, 1902. Three hearing fees, Rolker r. Rolker (contract) 15. 00 

Dec. 22,1902. W. Wilson,fine 15.00 

Feb. 19, 1903. Four hearing fees, Woh Fob Kee v. J. Dederichs 60. 00 

Mar. 10,1903. One hearing fee, U. S. v, F. V. Cams et al 5.00 

Mar. 11,1903. Four hearing fees, I. Giller v. American Trading Co. (first 

case) - 60.00 

Mar. 19, 1903. Two hearing fees, I. Giller v. American Trading Co. (second 

case) -. .- 30.00 

Mar. 24, 1903. Five hearing fees, A. T. Co. i\ S. Zimmermann 75. 00 

May 13,1903. J. Williams, fine 4.16 

June 15, 1903. C.St. Clair, fine 4.20 

Total 460.86 

John Goodnow, 
Consul'Oeneral, U, S. A, 
Shanghai, China, June 30, 1903. 



Consular court fees, fines, and expenses for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1904, 

Shanghai, China. 

Dr. 

Feb. 27, 1904. To amount paid Zee Sin Kee, reseating chairs (court room) . $1. 93 
Feb. 27, 1904. To amount paid Dr. S. A. Ransom, autopsy, etc.. J. McFar- 

land 11.52 

Feb. 27, 1904. To amount paid W. N. Castle, associate, J. McFarland in- 
quest 6.00 

June 30, 1904. To amount paid Dr. S. A. Ransom, autopsy D. Gomez 25. 00 

June 30, 1904. To amount paid Secretary Treasury by draft for balance 

due Government 95. 18 

Total 139.61 

Cr. 

Sept. 1 , 1903. By hearing fee, Barbara Woods estate $5. 00 

Oct. 27, 1903. By 3 hearing fees, U. S. r. W. D. Ballantine, at $5 15. 00 

Oct. 29, 1903. By 2 bearing fees, Lalcaca v. Israel et al. , at $5 10. 00 

Nov. 13,1903. By fine, U. S. t\ M. Ryan 4.43 

Dec. 14,1903. By fine, U. S. v. E. Van Bergen 20.00 

Jan. 9,1904. By fine, U. S. r. Mrs. E. Endicott 1.00 

Jan. 23,1904. Byfine, U. S. v. M. Karlsen 2.30 

Jan. 26,1904. By fine, U. S. r. M. Graft 13.83 

Feb. 2,1904. Bv fine, U. S. v. M.Strauss. 23.05 

Feb. 3, 1904. By hearing fee, Mrs. Popps v, Frankel 5. 00 

Feb. 4,1904. By hearing fee, U. S. r. W. A. Childress 5.00 

Apr. 4,1904. By fine. U. S. r. Royal J. Spear 10.00 

Apr. 19, 1904. By*3 hearing fees, Ida Baker estate, probate and inquest, 2 at 

$5; 1 at $15 25.00 

Total 139.61 
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"All portions of the Executive order of July 29, 1897, and the consular 
regulations in conflict with this order are hereby amended. 
"July 13, 1900. 

"WHXIAM MCKINLEY." 

In rendering your accounts in accordance with the order quoted above, you 
should charge yourself with the fees received and credit yourself with such 
as you have paid out to defray the expenses of the court Any surplus remain- 
ing is to be turned into the Treasury at the time of the rendering of your 
account on the 30th of June of each year. 

Fines collected by consular courts should be disposed of and accounted for in 
the same way as consular court fees. 

The foregoing in no way affects the quarterly return of marshals, which is to 
be made as heretofore. 

I am, gentlemen, your obedient servant, 

Thos. W. Cridler, 
Third Assistant Secretary, 



REVISED STATUTES RELATING TO RETURNS OF FEES TO BE MADE BY CONSULAR OFFICERS 
AND TnE PENALTIES FOR NONFULFILLMENT. 

Sec. 1716. The fee provided by law for the verification of invoices by consular 
ofl3cers shall, when paid, be held to a full payment for furnishing blank forms 
of declaration to be signed by the shipper, and for making, signing, and sealing 
the certificate of the consular oflicer thereto; and any consular oflicer, who, 
under pretense of charging for blank forms, advice, or clerical services in the 
preparation of such declaration or certificate, charges or receives any fee 
greater in amount than that provided by law for the verification of invoices, or 
who demands or receives for any official services, or. who allows any clerk 
or subordinate to receive for any such service any fee or reward other than 
the fee provided by law for such service, shall be punishable by imprisonment 
for not more than one year, or by a fine of not more than two thousand dollars ; 
and shall be removed from his office. 

Sec. 1726. Every consular officer shall give receipts for all fees collected for 
his official services, expressing the particular services for which the same were 
collected. 

Sec 1727. Every consular officer shall number all receipts given by him for 
fees received for official services, in the order of their dates, beginning with 
number one at the commencement of the period of his service, and on the first 
day of January in every year thereafter. He shall also register in a book to 
be kept by him for that purpose all fees so received by him, in the order In 
which they are received, specifying each item of service and the amount 
received therefor, from whom, and the dates when received, and if for any 
service connected with any vessel, the name thereof, and indicating what items 
and amounts are embraced in each receipt given by him therefor, and number- 
ing the same according to the number of the receipts respectively, so that the 
receipts and register shall correspond with each other; and he shall, in such 
register, specify the name of the person for whom, and the date when he shall 
grant, issue, or verify any passport, certify any invoice, or perform any other 
official service in the entry of the receipt of the fees therefor, and also number 
each consular act so receipted for with the number of such receipt, and as 
shown by such register. 

Sec 1728. Every consular officer, in rendering his account of fees received 
shall furnish a full transcript of the register which he is required to keep, and 
make oath that, to the best of his knowledge, the same is true, and contains a 
full and accurate statement of all fees received by him, or for his use for his 
official services as such consular officer, during the period for which it purports 
to be rendered. Such oath may be taken before any person having authority 
to administer oaths at the port or place where the consular officer is located. 
If any such consular officer willfully and corruptly commits perjury, in any 
such oath, within the intent and meaning of any act of Ck)ngress now or here- 
after made, he may be charged, proceeded against, tried, and convicted, and 
d^alt with in the same manner, in all respects, as if such offence had been 
committed in the United States, before any officer duly authorized therein, ti:^ 
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administer or take such oath, and shall be subject to the same punishment 
and disability therefor as are or shall be prescribed for such offense. 

Sec. 1734. Every consular officer who willfully neglects to render true and 
Just quarterly accounts and returns of the business of his office, and of moneys 
received by him for the use of the United States, or who neglects to pay over 
any balance of such moneys due to the United States at the expiration of any 
quarter, before the expiration of the next succeeding quarter, shall be denned 
guilty of embezzlement of the public moneys, and shall be punishable by 
imprisonment for not more than one year and by a fine of not more than two 
thousand dollars, and shall be forever disqualified from holding any office of 
trust or profit under the United States. (Consular Regulations, par. 521 : Con- 
sular Court fees are likewise official and must be accounted for.) (Art XXX.) 



RETURNS OF CONSULAR COURT FEES IN THE FOIXOWINO CASES BY CONSUL-GENERAL 
GOODNOW, TAKEN FROM A LEDGER MADE BY HIM AT SHANGHAI UPON THE REQUEST 
OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY FEIRCE, 1904. 

THE CURTIS CASES. 
(1) 538. September 13, 1902.— U. S. (J. H. Ranger Compl') v. S. H. Comstock. 

Charge: Embezzlement 

(Page 212.) 

To dodtet case $1.00 

To verifying affidavit ; 2.10 

To serving copy on defendant 1. 00 

To hearing fee ($5.00) attendance M8 & 01 9.00 

To issuing & serving warrant & return & file 4. 10 

To bail bond & seal . 3.15 

To hearing fee $5.00, attendance M5 & 01 9. 00 

To judgment seal & filing in re Jurisdiction 2. 10 

To malting copy of above 1.25 

To 2 notices, at $1.75, issue, serve, & return 3. 50 

To Judgment In case v. & f 2. 10 

To filing papers 2.00 

By cash $40. 90 

Marshal's fees, $6 ; 2 hearings, $10. 

(2) 541. U. S. V, Browne Burlie. 

Charge : Embezzlement, 
Not entered. 

(:i) 542. U. S. v. Ranger. 

Charge: Perjury. 
Not entered. 

(4) 545. August 20, 1901.— U. S. v. A. J. E. Browne Burke. 

[Date taken from Goodnow's statement to Auditor.] 

(Page 170.) 

Charge : Drunk and disorderly. 

To docket case $1.00 

To warrant issue, serve, & return 4.00 

To court attendance, say 1.00 

To fine 12. 50 

By cash $ia 50 

(5) Andrews & George v. S. H. Omstock. 

Criminal. 

No entry in ledger. 
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(6) 1072. September 9, 1902.— Andrews & George f. S. H. Comstock (con- 
tract). 
(Page 210.) 

To docket case $3.(X) 

T6 petition V. & f 2. 10 

To issuing and serving v/a & return 4.00 

To court attendance marshals & crleri 4. 00 

To 1 hearing feeis 15. 00 

To affidavit in re attachment v. & f 1 2. 10 

To application for attachement v. & t 2. 10 

To filing demurrer & serving copy 2. 10 

To copy of bill of particulars & copy of answer served and filed 4. 20 

To amended answer filed & copy served 2. 10 

To notices of hearing, issue, serve. & return 3. 50 

To filing 30 papers and exhibits , 3.00 

To motion for amending claim filed & copy served 2. 10 

To 1 hearing feel5; marshals; crleri 19.00 

To subpoenas to 3 associates, issue, serve, & return 3.00 

To subpoenas to 3 associates, issue, serve, & return 2. 00 

To 4 hearingsOO; marshall2; crler4 76.00 

To 3 attendances, associates (2) 18.00 

To oaths to four witnesses .40 

To witness burmeister 1.50 

By cash $169. 20 

Marshal's fees, $18 ; 6 hearings, $90. 

(8) 1073. October 29. 1902— Rolker r. Rolker (civil). 

(Page 218.) 

To docket case $3. 00 

To issue, serve, & return v/a 4. 00 

To verifying i>etltion 2. 00 

To verifying nnswer 2.00 

To serving copy 1. 00 

To 2 notices of hearing issue s. & r 2. 00 

To court attendance, marshal , 3.00 

To hearing fee 15. 00 

To associate's attendance 0. 00 

By cash 38. 00 

Marshal, $3 ; 1 hearing, $l.j. 

(9) 1074. October 20, 1902— Rolker v. Rolker (divorce). 

(Page 220.) 

To docket case $1. 00 

To issue, serve, & return v/a 4. 00 

To verifying petition & filing 2. 10 

To verifying amended petition & fil 2. 10 

To serving copy on defd' 1. 00 

To 2 notices, issue and serve & return 3. 50 

To court attendance, marshal 3.00 

To court attendance, associates 6.00 

To hearing fee 15.00 

To filing 3 orders in court . 30 

By cash . 38. 00 

Marshal, $3 ; 1 hearing, $15. 

(10) 1075. October 30, 1902 — Nee Chang Mow v. Andrews & George (civil). 

(Page 222.) 

To docket case 3.00, petition v. & f. 2.10, & o/a c. s. r. 4.00 $9. 10 

To issuing, serving, & returning summons, associates V.'^*^ 

To answer v. & f. 2.10, serving copy 2.10, aflidavM n. &. 1. "^^Aft ^.'^ 
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To subpoenas, Warner & Ck)mstock, @ 1.75 $3.50 

To serving notice to dftds to produce books 1. 00 

To hearing fee 15, attendance, marshal 8, & crier i 19. 00 

To attendance, associates 6. 00 

To 5 witnesses' attendance, @ 1.50, viz : Robertson, Comstock, Hoerter, 

Warren, & Sberrochs 7. 50 

To 3 hearing fees 45, attendance 2, marshal », crier 4 58. 00 

To associates 18, Comstock 4.50, Robertson 3.00, interp. (3) 2a 50 

To Dr. Ranson 1.50, affidavit re Nee's testimony 2.10 3. 60 

To copy of affidavit served 1.00 

To 2 hearing feesSO, attendance & M 6, crier 2 38.00 

To 2 hearing associates 12, Comstock 1.60, int 3 16.50 

To remedies i.50 & Von Flscherz 1.60, witness fees 3. 00 

To Curtis* affidavit v. & f. 2.10, hearing fee 15 17. 10 

To court attendance, marshal 3, associate 6, crier i 10. 00 

To 40 exhibits filed 4.00, 8 exceptions noted, @ 15 120 5. 20 

To 13 oaths 1.30, 4 requests for subpoenas, @ 7 8. 30 

To Judgment, seal & filing 2.10, filing & serving 3 briefs 3.30 6. 46 

To 4 notices of hearing, @ 1.75 7.00 

By cash 258. 90 

Marshal's fees, |21 ; hearing fees, $105. 

(11). 1077/78. March 11, 1903.— J. B. Glller v. Am. Trading Co. (Contract.) 

(Page 240). 

To docket case $3. 00 

To petition v & f 2.10; & v/a issue, serve & return 4.00 6. 10 

To answer v & f 2. 10 

To serving copy of answer 1.00 

To amendment to petition v & f & copy served 4. 10 

To notice to produce papers iss. s & r '. 1. 75 

To subpoena for Thorsen (Swedish) 2.75 

To 4 hearings 60, attendance M 12, crier 4, associate 24 100. 00 

To subpoenas for associates 3.50 

To affidavit of Laumal v & f 2. 10 

To filing 42 exhibits 4.20; 17 other papers 1.70; 54 exceptions 54 @ 15 

8.10 14. 00 

To oaths to 8 witnesses .80 

To witnesses attendance, Standrlng, Epperly, Thorsen, Serebrenlk, 

Zimmerman, Katz, 6 @ 1.50 9.00 

By cash 150. 20 

Marshal, $12 ; 4 hearings. $60. 

(12). 1078. March 19, 1903.— J. E. Glllert i\ The Am. Trading Co. 

To docket case $;^. 00 

To petitions v & f 2.10 ; v/a Issue, serve, & return 4.00 6. 10 

To answer v & f 2.10 & copy served 1 3. 10 

To petition Interrogatories v & f 2. 10 

To interrogatories & answers v & f 2. 10 

To order In re above seal & filing 2. 10 

To 3 associates subpoenaed @ 1.75 5.25 

To Serebrenlk (Russian, subpoenaed) 2.75 

To hearing fee 15; attendance M 3, crier 1 19.00 

To attendance associates 0.00 

To Dudenay & Edwards sworn 20; Hobson subpoenaed 2.75 2.95 

To hearing fee 15, associates 6, marshal 3, crier l 25. 00 

To Serebrenlk, 2 day, witness fees 3.00 

To Hadley sworn 10; witness fee 1.60 1.60 

To subpoena J. C. Epperly 1.75 

To filing IG exhibits 1.60 ; noting 23 exceptions @ .15, 3.45 5. 05 

By cash 90. 85 

Marshars fees, $6; hearings, $30. 
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(14). 1079. Mar. 24, 1903.— Am. Trading Co. vs. S. Zimmerman. (Contract) 

(Page 244.) 

To docket case 3 ; petition v & f 2.io $5. 10 

To v/a Issued, served, & returned 4. 00 

To answer v & f 2.10; copy served 4. 10 

To agreement re depositors & filing . 10 

To deixxsltion verifying and filing 2.10 

To 3 associates summoned ® 1.75 5.25 

To 5 bearing fees 76; marshal 15, associate 30, crier 5 125.00 

To subpoenas Tborsen, Standrlng, Epperly, Serebrenik, 4 @ 1.75 7. 00 

To oaths to 5 witnesses .50; witness fees as follows .50 

To Standrlng 1.50, Thorsen 3.00, Serebrenik 4.50 9.00 

To 8 exhibits filed 80 ; 2 exceptions noted 30 ; 2 notices 3.60 ^___ 4. 60 

To J. F. Wang, typewriting 2.00 

To judgment seal entering & filing 2. 10 

To filing 5 exhibits 50; 9 exceptions 1.36 1.85 

By cash 172. 70 

Marshal, $15 ; 5 hearings, $75. 

(15). 1089. July 25, 1903.— George F. Curtis v. G. J. Sterling. (Contract.) 

(Page 258.) 

To docket case $1.00 

To petition v & f 2. 10 

To v/a 4.00 

To execution, levy, & filing 1. 10 Mex. 

8.20 = 17.25 
To balance repaid Curtis from deposit of $75.00 57.75 

Deposited by Curtis to cover costs Mex. 75. 00 

(16). Curtis V C. Rolker. 
No entry In ledger. 

Sending Summons, etc., by Coolie. 

George F. Curtis states (A 37, sec. 18) that Geor^ A. Derby acts as 
clerk of the court, marshal, general land agent, and is also forced upon 
litigants as an accountant, and although required by Consular Regu- 
lations to serve complaints, answers, and notices of trial in person 
serves same by coolie with a chit book (receipt book), ana then 
charges the regular consular fee : that Goodnow's attention has been 
called to this,** but no correction has been made. That in the case of 
Lalcaca v. American Oriental Commercial Company, Derby admitted 
in open court that he had sent the complaint and notices of trial by 
coolie instead of in person, and that Goodnow, in spite of protests 
from one of the defendants that a needed witness had not been 
served with a complaint, forced the case to trial. 

Note. — An examination of the official printed report of the Lalcaca case, 
October 30, 1903, shows that Curtis did make the statement In open court that 
the summons to Mr. Beecher '* having been sent, and not delivered in person, 
his absence was probably accounted for by the fact that he had not received It" 

If Derby acknowledged In open court the sending. Instead of delivering sum- 
mons, etc., it Is not officially reported; but that could hardly be expected. 

oAppended hereto is a letter from Mr. Adee, dated July 15, 1903, calling Good- 
now's attention to the fact that sunmions, etc., must be delivered in i)€rson. 
The Lalcaca case Is dated October 30, 1903. 
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[No. 361. — Consular.] 

Department of State, 

Washington, July IJ, 1903. 
Sib: The Department is in receipt of a dispatch, No. 1301, of May 22, 1903, 
from the minister at Pelcin, transmitting one from the consul at Chefoo, com- 
plaining that you acted irregularly in issuing a summons against Mr. H. A. C. 
Emery, vice-consul and marshal at Chefoo during the recent visit made by him 
to Shanghai. 

In this connection I would call your attention to section 4109 of the Revised 
Statutes, whicli gives the minister of the United States in China appellate 
jurisdiction e.\cei)t " in cases where a consular officer is interested either as a 
party or witness such minister shall have original Jurisdiction." 

It is also stated that the summons referred to was not personally served 
upon Mr. Eihery. but was sent to the club where he was staying. The consular 
court regulations reciuire i)er8onal service of the summons on the defendant 
where he is in the Chinese Empire. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

Alvey a. ADE£, 
Second Assistant Secretary. 
John Goodnow, Esq.. 

Cofis Hi -General of the United States, Shanghai, China. 

Annie Sterling v. George I. Sterling. 

George F. Curtis states (A 37, sees. 19-23) that being counsel for 
George Sterling, the latter gave him for his services a promissory 
note for $200 (gold), payable on demand and that Goodnow, who ad- 
mitted having money belonging to Sterling, refused to execute his 
writ of attachment on Sterling^ property. (See A 37, sees. 19-23.) 

Comparative statement of marshaVs fees returned by Consul-General Ck>odnotc 

and Marshal Dcrhy. 



Name of case. 



Date. 



Amount. 



Derby. Gkx>dnow. 



[Mar., 1901 \ 

{June, mn 1^ 

,|Oct., 1900 I 



8. Serebrenik v. L. Raben i Nov 

(Mar., 

Am. Trading Co. v. Pao. Exp. Lumber Comimny i{ June, 

,|Oct., 

Boeck Bros. v. L. Ruben i Jan., 

C. F. Pope, in assignment , 

Estate of C. C. Bennett, in probate 

U. 8. V. H. McQeo May, 

U.S. 1-. Geo. I. Sterling ....do 

The New Press r. W. H. F. Cary Aug., 

Estate of John Strong, in probate ! 

Estate of A . M . Bisbee, in probate 

Estate of M. H. Cook, in probate 

Estate of 0. H. McC&slin, inprolmte 

U. 8. r. E.H. Dunning [ Oct., 

Estate of Wm. Endicott. in probate 

U. 8. V. Edw. Linton, American ship Solano I Feb.. 

Dzu Tszu Kee r. R. F. Hazleton ; May, 

Andrews^ George v. 8. H. Comstock ' Oct., 

U. 8. r. 8- H. Comstock {oc?V 

U. 8. V. F.Weatherbee ....do 

Estate of Amelia Ortwin, in probate i 

Carmela Rolker r. J. H. Kolker Nov., 

Do '-...do. 

Nee Chang Mow v. Andrews & George , Jan., 

U. 8. r. Wm. Hughes ' Nov., 

U. S. V. Rio, Moran et. al Dec., 

U. 8. V. M. Gorman i do 

U.S. I'. M.Wilson '....do 



1900 
1901 
1901 

1900 1 

1901 ' 



19U1 



1901 



190e , 
1902 I 

1902 .. 
1902 \ 

1902 r- 



1902 



190:3 
1902 
1902 



I. Giller v. Am. Trading Company 'lApr 

Do ife 

. Zimmerman Anr ' 



/Mar., 1908 \ 
^ - 1908 If- 

1908 I 



American Trading Company v. 8. 



190B j- 



$B.80, 



5.00 
8.00 



2.00 



8.50 
8.60 



4.50 
10.00 
2.50 
4.00 



1908 I 



$3.00 
12.00 

aoo 

3.00 
3.00 

aoo 

3.00 
3.00 
6.00 
9.00 
«.00 
6.00 
8.00 
6.00 
8.00 



18.00 

6.00 

2.00 
6.00 

aoo 
aoo 

21.00 

aoo 
5.n 
aoo 
aoo 

12.00 

6.00 
15.00 
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Comparative statemenn of marshaVs fees returned by Consul-Oeneral Ooodnow 
and Marsnal Derby — Contiiiued. 



K*mi^ of CMe. 



Amcmuit, 



Dftte. 



Derbf- Ooodnow, 



Woo Fob Kee \\ J. Dederieba 

Annie Stirling tr.GeorKe I. St«rlin^ , 
F* P. HudiKiTi u. B. J, Mi;Cord , 



Dt, C. LaIcacq I'. A. Ixnel et vJ. 

BlDirHong i-. B Cerf . 

tJ. B. V. W. D. Ballantine..., .,,,,„ , 

Mrs. H, H. PftPM I' HenniHiii Frankel _,„ .__ 

Efitate of Ida AlAy Btiker* in prp>l»ite...^. 

EAlAt^ of G«>o. A,' Neodham, id protnte ,,„_,*_*, 

U. S. a. Nflti>cjl<?on laundry . .^.. , ... 

U.S. V. W. A. Cliildn^ii;** ,. ,„.„„ ,,. 

U. H. r. J. Laii5<r«id, P, LennoEietftK.. 

BAtate of B&rbara Wor>dj*, In proliate 

SluuD^uJ Mutiictiml Police i\ A. Ir^. Knadson ... ... 

Slunghai MunicipAl Polii^e i^. A. J. E. Brovme-Burkje. 

AFDbold, Smrberjr& Co. v. W. F. Cwy _., , 

U.S. I?- Ludwig ShotUmn ,,, 

AstOT Hotue IT. 8. H. Comstock. _,.„,_„.„, „ 

Geo. F. CuTtdfl i?. Gflo* L Sterllnsf 

n. 8* 1% E. M. VanBer«eQ. , ,... 

I. KanfumiiD v. Wm. Lime 0*NellI ...... . . . , 



iFeb,. IflB 



Oct., l«J& , 
....do...... 

...,do J 

Feb., 1909 
Apr, 1H(M L 



Hat., 
Fob., 
Apr.f 
Sept-, 
Jilly, 
Auff.H, 
Sept., 

Oct., 
July, 
Dec. 

June. 



1«CH ! 

iuru 

1001 

19111 I 
IBOfi 

mufi 

1603 
IWM 



•5^01, 



11.00 

t£.rto I 
le.oo 



5.QU 



4.0U 

coo 

4.50 

a. 50 

4.00 

mnit 



110,00 

3L00 
DvOD 
3,00 

»,00 

n,oo 

6.00 
3.QC 

aoo 



3.QD 
A. 00 



NANKIN. 

No complaints of a serious character regarding Consul William 
Martin, ot Nankin, have ever come before the Department, and 
there is every evidence that he is a man of perfect integrity and ex- 
cellent character. He is perhaps somewhat lacking in initiative and 
energy, and certain abuses by unscrupulous persons have been per- 
mitted to continue unchecked until, during his absence on leave, they 
were discovered, partly through the efforts of Mr. F. D. Cheshire and 
partly through those of Mr. James W. Davidson, both of whom have 
at different times assumed the duties of acting consul during this 
period. These abuses consist in permitting Chinese-owned vessels 
to be registered in the consulate under fictitious American ownership, 
thereby securing American protection. This has now been stoppM 
and such instructions issued as will, it is hoped, prevent any recur- 
rence in the future. 

HANKAU. 

Consul-General Levi L. WiUcox can not be said to be a useful con- 
sular officer at Hankau or at any other port to which he might be 
sent. ♦ ♦ ♦ The consulate is an important one, and it is highly 
important that a man of initiative and force of character be appointed 
to this place. 

CHEFOO. 



The consulate at Chefoo is in excellent condition. The compound 
and buildings are situated upon a hill overlooking the harbor, and 
from it all vessels entering and leaving the port can be seen, and the 
consul's flag is visible from every part of the harbor. The building 
in which are the offices of the consulate, while somewhat restricted 
perhaps in size, is upon the whole good and reasonably convenient. 
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The condition of all the archives and accounts is excellent, and Con- 
sul-General Fowler appears to be respected by all classes of the com- 
munity. * ♦ * He is perfectly upright, industrious, and ex- 
tremely zealous. He seems to understand the Chinese, and gets on 
well with them as well as with the people of the foreign settlement. 

« 4> 4> 4> 4> 4> 4> 

VIiADIV08T0K. 

Everywhere throughout the East I received unfavorable reports of 
Mr. Greener, our commercial agent at Vladivostok. His habits are 
said to be extremely bad. * * ♦ The Department has many times 
had occasion to complain of his manner or treating bis pecuniary 
obligations and of the insolence of his attitude toward it. It is his 
habit to treat the instructions of the Department with contempt and 
utterly to disregard them. His accounts are rendered with extreme 
irregularity, when rendered at all, and it is with difficulty that 
accounts are obtained from him six months or even a year beyond the 
time when due. The impression I gathered from persons who have 
had the opportunity of observing conditions on the spot is that Mr. 
Greener's presence in Vladivostok in his present official capacity is 
unfortunate. 

NAGASAKI. 

Mr. Charles B. Harris, our consul at Nagasaki, is an excellent offi- 
cer, highly esteemed by all who know him, and has made himself 
extremely useful to the officers of our naval vessels entering that har- 
bor. His deafness in some degree interferes with his entire useful- 
ness, but not very seriously. The consulate is not very conveniently 
located, being too removed from the harbor, but its affairs are in good 
condition. 

kob:6. 

The grave illness of Consul Samuel S. Lyon at Kobe was such as to 
preclude the possibility of my visiting him, and his disease is one 
which, from all accounts, would appear to make it extremely im- 
probable that he will ever be able to resume the active duties of his 
consulate; meantime the affairs of the consulate are being admi- 
rably managed by Mr. Hunter Sharp, who appeared to me to be one 
of the most promising young men in our consular service. As the 
ship on which I sailed from Shanghai for Japan was quarantined 
during a period of over ten days in the harbor of Kobe, I had con- 
siderable opportunity to observe Mr. Sharp's ability to deal with 
consular matters, although it was not until I was permitted to land 
that I could come intp absolute touch with him. It would be a fitting 
recognition of Mr. Sharp's excellent services were he appointed to 
be the successor to Mr. Lyon, and the result would be very beneficial 
to our interests in this port. 

YOKOHAIVIA. 

Consul-General E. C. Bellows, while diligent and energetic, did 
not strike me as being a man of such qualities and caliber as well fit 
him for representing our large commercial interests in Yokohama. 
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He appears neither hj nature nor training to possess those qualities 
which encourage that intercourse with others which is highly desira- 
ble in a consular officer. * * * Yet Mr. Bellows's record is tech- 
nically entirely satisfactory as far as the routine business of his office 
is concerned. It is my opinion that the interests of American com- 
merce would be ^eatly advanced if some other sphere of usefulness 
were found for him and a man of broader mind and larger character 
were appointed to this important port. 

Respectfully submitting the above, I have the honor to be, Mr. 
Secretary, your obedient servant, 

Herbert H. D. Peirce, 

Third Assistant Secretary. 
Hon. John Hay, 

Secretary of State. 

KIANG-8I CASE. 

No. 490.] 

Consulate-General of the United States, 

Shanghai, October 11, 1902. 
Sir: I hand you herewith copy of letters from (1) R. E. Lewis, 
secretary American Association, and (2) my reply thereto; both with 
regard to a complaint lodged with that association against me by a 
Mr. Ede, agent for the Union Insurance Company, of .Canton. 

I send you these for your information, as Mr. Ede insinuates that 
I received a sum of money for allowing the steamer Kiangsi to be 
transferred to an American; and states that I refused to make an 
inquiry into the loss of the steamer when requested so to do by the 
American owner. 
Both the insinuation and statement are untrue. 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

John (joodnow, Consul-General. 
Hon. H. H. D. Peirce, 

Assistant Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 



Shanghai, August 29, 1902, 
Dear Sm: I am instructed by the committee of the American Association to 
lay the foUowing facts before you: The committee is in possesselon of letters 
from C. Montague Ede, esq., agent of the Union Insurance Society, of Canton, 
from which it appears that in 1900 the steamship Kiangsi, previously flying the 
Chinese flag, was, upon application of Joseph Seymour, an American citizen, 
transferred to the American flag and registered in the American consulate- 
general at Shanghai in his name. The fee paid by the owners of the steamship 
Kiangsi for this privilege were $101.74 gold and 500 taels. It also appears that 
the officers and crew of the steamship Kiangsi paid $4 gold, each, for renewing 
their articles at the consulate-general, and that this payment was made twice a 
year. 

On or about July 9 the steamship Kiangsi was wrecked on the China coast 
and became a total loss. 

We are also Informed that, in view of the fact that this vessel had been duly 
registered in the consulate-general at Shanghai, and had received the authority 
of that office to fly the American flag, and had been regularly recognized by 
that office by its acceptance from time to time of fees from the ship, an appli- 
cation on behalf of 'the owner, the captain, and the Union Insurance Society, 
of Canton — which company was Interested to the extent of 50,000 taels— was 

H. Doc. 665, 59-1 22 
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made to tbe United States consulate-general for a court of Inquiry into the Ices 
of said steamer, and tbat this application was refused. 

We understand that through the courtesy of tbe consul-general for Sweden 
and Norway an unofficial inquiry was held at his residence* as tbe captain was a 
Swede. But no official inquiry has yet been held. 

As tbe interests directly involved in this case are considerable, and as it is 
important to the large mercantile interests involved in similar possible caaes, 
and for general information to all merchants and shipowners, I am instructed 
to respectfully request you in reply to state : 

1. Was the application for a court of inquiry into the loss of tbe steamship 
Kiatigsi denied, and upon what grounds? 

2. Also, will you kindly state what is tbe Jurisdiction of your court over 
foreign-built vessels registered at tbe United States consulate-general, and 
allowed to fly the American flag? ' Or. in other words, after ships have been 
thus duly registered, etc., what is their status? 

3. Will you kindly furnish the committee with the scale of charges for trans- 
ferring vessels and steamers to the American flag and registering them at tbe 
United States consulate-general in Shanghai? 

I have the honor to be, sir, your ol)edient servant. 

Robert E. Lewis, Secretary. 
John Goodnow, Esq.. 

rutted States V on sul -General. 



Affidavit of (reorge h\ Curtis. ( A 37. ) 
[Seal and stamps.] 

George F. Curtis, being first duly sworn, deposes and says : 
I. That on tbe 24th day of September, 1903, there was pending in the United 
States consular court at Shanghai, China, a charge of felony, to wit, embeszle- 
ment, against one Brown-Burke, a citizen of the United States and a duly ad- 
mitted and practicing attorney in the United States consular court at Shanghai ; 
that the said Brown-Burke had in his i>ossession an irrevocable power of attor- 
ney from one George Warren to prosecute a claim against the Government of 
the Empire of China for the sum of $103,800 United States gold, for alleged 
damages sustaine<l by the said Warren by reason of the Boxer outbreak in 
China : that with the said charge of embezzlement hanging over the said 
I'rown-Burke. John Goodnow, United States consul-general at Shanghai, re- 
quested afliant to use Ills best endeavors to secure from said Brown- Burke tbe 
said i>ower of attorney, which affiant succeeded in doing by stating to the said 
Brown-Burke tbat the court would withdraw said charge of embezzlement 
against him and submit the matter to arbitration ; that the said Brown-Burke 
consentoil to this arrangement and surrendered the said power of attorney, 
which was returned to the said Warren, and the charge of embezzlement 
against said Brown-Burke was thereunpon quashed by the said John Goodnow. 
acting judicially, and affiant was appointed by said George Warren and said 
Brown-Burke to act as arbitrator in said matter, affiant filing his report thereof 
in said consular court on the 24th day of Septeml)er, 1902. 

That affiant was of the opinion, and so stated in the arbitration proceeding, 
that it was not just or proper to collect an alleged debt by means of threatened 
criminal prosecution, and that in a charge of felony duly sworn to and filed in 
a United States consular court against a citizen of the United States, a United 
States consul, acting judicially, had no power under the law to compound a 
felony. 

II. Affiant further states than on or about the let day of October. 1902, one 
J. H. Ranger, a citizen of the United States, was formally charged with perjury 
in violation of section 5392, Revised Statutes of the United States, by complaint 
in writing sworn to by one Samuel H. (^omstock, also a citizen of tbe United 
States, said coniplaint being duly file<l by said (^)mstock in the United States 
consulate-general at Shanghai, China ; that said John Goodnow, acting Judi- 
cially, repeatedly gave affiant to understand that if said charge was pressed he, 
Goodnow. would not render a judgment of conviction against said Ranger, not- 
withstanding any evidence that might be introduced; that'said Goodnow com- 
IK>unded said felony by coercing said Comstock Into withdrawing said complaint. 
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III. Affiant further states that In the case of Nee Chang Mow r. Andrews & 
George, in the United States consular court at Shanghai, China, for a claim of 
:W,881.14 taels damages sustained by reason of a contract alleged to have been 
fraudulently obtained by said defendants, Andrews & George, said defendants 
came into court on the 18th day of November, 1902, and deposited with the 
court the sum of 968.62 taels, which defendants admitted was an overcharge by 
them against plaintiff; that the court rendered Judgment in said case on the 
8th day of January, 1902, in which Judgment, among other things, the court 
said: 

"The court agrees with the contention of plaintiff to specification 1 of the 
bill of particulars. It is admitted that a fraud was committed on plaintiff by 
defendants in that a false copy of the contract between Andrews & George and 
Friede was given to plaintiff, on which he was charged and paid 1,060.20 rubles 
over and above the true price. 

** Under specification 9 it appears that 3,000 taels was deposited by plaintiff 
as bargain money under the contract with Friede. It was not so deposited by 
Andrews & George." 

The court admitted a balance due Nee Chang Mow, plaintiff, of 937.71 taels 
and 7 per cent interest from April 30, 1902, making a total of 986.94 taels. 

The court in said Judgment further stated : 

** Under specification 2 it appears that plaintiff has paid to defendants 6,901.02 
ix)ubles, • • • for which amount Friede is suing Andrews & George, who 
are. in that suit, acting as agent for plaintiff. 

** While defendants hold this sum it is in the nature of a guaranty and must 
stand without award regarding it until the outcome of the suit of Friede v. 
Andrews & George is seen. 

" The court therefore finds for plaintiff in the sum of 2,370.48 taels, with in- 
terest at 7 per cent per annum from January 1. 1903. Judgment is withheld 
for an accounting of the sum of 6,027.95 taels until the suit of Friede v, Andrews 
& George is decided. Court costs to be paid by the defendants." 

That by said Judgment the court, although admitting that plaintiff has been 
damaged by the contract secured by fraud by defendants, yet permits defendants 
to reap the profits of their fraudulent contract, in that it allows them to retain 
a 2| per cent commission on the sum of 64,000 taels and permits defendants to 
retain the sum of 3,000 taels secured by defendants from plaintiff as deposit 
money under said contract but which was not so used by defendants but appro- 
priated to their own use. 

IV. That in said Nee Chang Mow case neither the sum deposited by de- 
fendants in court for the use and benefit of plaintiff, nor any part thereof, has 
been paid- to plaintiff, although said amount was so deposited on the 18th day of 
November, 1902. 

V. That the accountant appointed by the court in said Nee Chang Mow case 
was not the accountant agreed upon by plaintiff's attorney, but was an employee 
of the United States consulate at Shanghai, inexperienced and incompetent as 
an accountant, to wit, George A. Derby, marshal and clerk of said court, who 
failed to make a written statement of his accounting in said case, but merely 
made a verbal statement thereof. 

VI. That affiant has repeatedly attempted to get a certified copy of the Judg- 
ment in said Nee Chang Mow case, but has been refused the same by said John 
Goodnow and George A. Derby. 

VII. That on August 26, 1903, affiant filed in the said consular court a petition 
for the execution of Judgment in said Nee Chang Mow case and for an itemized 
receipted bill of the fees charged by said court for affiant's motion for a new 
trial in said case, together with a certified copy of the Judgment, and asked 
that said charges be deducted from 100 taels deposited by affiant in court upon 
the institution of said cause. That the court in its decision on said petition 
ignored affiant's prayer for a certified copy of the Judgment and for the said 
receipted bill of costs, and stated : 

" There is a reference in this petition to a motion for a new trial or an appeal ; 
there was such a motion made and the court refused to consider it unless the 
plaintiff signed the petition himself. • • • In the next place the petition 
for a new trial, even as signed by plaintiff's attorney, was filed on the 9th of 
January. A notice of appeal was sent to the United States minister at Peking, 
and it was denied on the ground that the amount was for more than $2,500, and 
that no appeal therefore could lie at Peking." 

Affiant states most emphatically that no notice of appeal was sent to the 
United States minister at Peking, and the same therefore coul^ \ssj^. \i».^^ \swssv 
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denied; that United States Minister Conger will corroborate aflBant on this 
point. 

VIII. Affiant further, states that in the case of Woo Fah Kee v, Diederichs 
before said consular court, said John Goodnow insisted on appointing said 
George A. Derby as accountant; and it was only after affiant had strongly 
opposed said appointment for the reasons (1) that said Derby was an employee 
of the consular service and not permitted to act other than in his consular 
duties, and (2) that said Derby was incompetent, inexperienced, and wholly 
unqualified to act as an expert accountant in a case at law ; that said Goodnow 
withdrew the name of said Derby. 

IX. Affiant further states that on the 23d day of March, 1903, the case of 
J. E. Giller v. The American Trading Ck)mpany was called for trial in the said 
consular court ; that affiant represented the plaintiff in said case, and that suit 
was for the sum $76,606.13 Mexican currency. 

That said John Goodnow, acting judicially, did willfully, unlawfully, and 
feloniously prostitute his office of consul-general and judge of the consular 
court; in that he deliberately, willfully, knowingly, and premeditatively ap- 
pointed assessors without drawing them by lot in open court from the list of 
competent Americans qualified to act as assessors in a consular court, one of 
whom, Charles McCaslin, was an agent of defendant and in the employ and 
pay of said defendant company, stationed for years at Newchwang, and at the 
time temporarily residing and doing business in Shanghai, and was a biased 
and prejudiced assessor. That these facts were known to said John Goodnow 
and to affiant, plaintiff*s attorney. That affiant moved the court that the 
assessors C. McCaslin and A. J. Osgood be sworn to state under oath their 
qualifications to act as assessors in said case. That the court peremptorily 
overruled affiant's motion that said assessors be examined on their voir dire, 
and upon affiant taking exception to the ruling of the court, said John Goodnow 
worked himself into a high passion, his face became white with rage, and in a 
vicious and insulting tone he threatened to disbar affiant from practice in said 
consular court if affiant ever again dared to make a motion in said Gk)odnow'8 
court to swear assessors on their voir dire, or that assessors be chosen by lot 
in open court, as required by custom and law in such cases. 

X. That said John Goodnow, in said case of Giller v. The American Trading 
Company, did deliberately, willfully, and feloniously suppress evidence tendered 
by plaintiff, to wit, in that he peremptorily declined to receive any evidence 
showing or tending to show that the American Trading Company induced 
plaintiff to enter into a contract for the chartering of the steamship Protector 
by means of fraud and misrepresentation ; that said John Goodnow deliberately 
and peremptorily declined to receive evidence showing or tending to show that 
the American Trading Company was the agent of said Giller in the chartering 
of the steamship Protector and in the purchase of goods by the American 
Trading Company for said Giller; and did deliberately, willfully, unlawfully, 
and feloniously rule that the lx)oks of the American Trading Company con- 
taining entries and charges of commissions by the American Trading Company 
for services rendered the said Giller in the chartering of the steamship Pro- 
tector and in the operating of the same, and commissions charged said Giller 
for goods so purcliased for lilm were erroneous ; and that the accounts rendered 
by the American Trading Company to said Giller charging commissions on the 
chartering of the steamsliip Protector, on tlie operating of the same, and for 
goods purchased, and that tlie accounts taken from said books demanding the 
payment of money from said Giller for services as agent by the American Trad- 
ing Company were also erroneous, nltliough the said books had been duly audited 
by the duly appointed auditor of the American Trading Company, and his report 
and a copy of the aforesaid transactions setting forth said agency had. months 
before the institution of said litigation. l)een sent to the head office of the 
American Trading Company, in New York. 

Tliat said John Goodnow deliberately suppressed tlie evidence offereil by one 
William Katz. which positively contradicted the statement of the American 
Trading Company's agent, Charles A. Edwards, who was permitted to perjure 
himself in said case by stating that he had visited the office of the American 
Trading Company as agent of said Giller and had expressed himself as satis- 
fieil with the accounts as renderetl by said American Trading Company to said 
Giller. 

XI. That said John Goodnow, in said case of Giller v. The American Trading 
Companv, deliberately permitted said Charles A. Edwards, the agent of the 
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American Trading Company at Shanghai, to maintain that all the books of the 
American Trading Company setting forth the agency of said American Trading 
Company for said Giller were erroneous, and that the aceoimts taken from said 
books were also erroneous ; and said John Goodnow, in violation of his oath of 
office, maintained that said books showing said agency were erroneous, and 
maintained that the law of estoppel had no existence in the United States 
consular court; repeatedly during the trial of said case insulting affiant and 
threatening him with disbarment for attempting to explain to the court the 
doctrine of fraud vitiating contracts and the doctrine of the law of estoppel. 

XII. That said John Goodnow, in said case of GlUer v. The American Trad- 
ing Company, did deliberately, willfully, and feloniously render a fraudulent 
Judgment and did enter said judgment of record in said consular court That 
thereafter, on the 15th day of April, 1903, at Shanghai, said John Goodnow, 
either through gross ignorance of the law or in deliberate violation of the 
sacred duties of a judge of the United States court, permitted defendants in 
said case to become the plaintiffs and sue the partner of said Giller in said 
case on the same cause of action, the same state of facts, between the same 
parties, and in the same court which had exclusive jurisdiction of said case, 
and did deliberately, willfully, and feloniously render a second fraudulent 
judgment in said case on the same state of facts as aforesaid, which judgment 
differed materially from the first judgment recorded in said case and was 
filed of record in said consular court 

That affiant called attention of the court to the fact that the second case 
could not be tried for the reason that the first case by virtue of the judgment 
rendered therein became res adjudicata, and that until the first judgment was 
set aside for fraud or reversed there could not be a second judgment on the 
same state of facts, between the same parties, and in the same court with 
exclusive jurisdiction thereof. That upon affiant calling the court's attention 
to this fact the court became violently enraged, fined affiant for contempt of 
court, and again threatened affiant with disbarment 

That in the first judgment recorded in said case of Giller v. The American 
Trading Company said John Goodnow used the following words : " Undoubtedly 
the American Trading Company was to blame for receiving this money as for 
a shipment of rice when it should have known that the said rice could not be 
shipped." 

That in the second judgment said John Goodnow used the following words : 
" The court does not find any gross frauds and fraudulent representations or 
trick or device on the part of the American Trading Company as against the 
defendant or Mr. Giller in the matter of the steamship Protector; on the con- 
trary, the American Trading Company and Mr. Edwards, its agent in this mat- 
ter, are sliown by the evidence to have acted throughout the wliole transaction 
in an honorable and straightforward manner." 

XIII. That in tlie alleged trial of the American Trading Company versus the 
partner of said Giller on the same state of facts, in which the record of the 
first case and a triinseript of the evidence taken tlierein was admitted in toto, 
the said John Goodnow appointed an inexi^rienced and incompetent person to 
act as expert accountant, to wit, one C. R. Bennett ; that said Bennett on cross- 
examination stated that he had never before acted as an accountant, and that 
he had not seen all tlie vouchers in the case and all the documents relating to 
the accounts, bills of lading, and invoices; yet in spite of this most glaring 
admission on tlie part of said Bennett, said John Goodnow accepted the report 
as rendered by said Bennett against the protest of said Ciller's attorney, who 
in this case was acting for the partner of said Giller, Samuel Ziuuuermann. 

XIV. Affiant further states that on the 14th day of April, 1903, while affiant 
and said William Katz were at luncheon at the Astor House, Shanghai, one 
George E. Tucker, the resident secretary of the New York Life Insurance Com- 
pany at Shanghai, came and sat at the same table with affiant and said William 
Katz and voluntarily stated that he had been notified that he was to act as 
assessor in the Giller case, in which Ciller's partner, Samuel Zimmermann, was 
l»eing sued by the American Trading Company, and further voluntarily stated 
that he could not render a fair and unbiased judgment in said case for the 
reason that he was prejudiced against the liussians on general principles and 
was particularly friendly with the men in the Shanghai office of the American 
Trading Company. 

That on the 16th day of April, 1903, said case was called for trial in said 
consular court under the title of The American Trading Company v. Samuel 
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Ziuiiiieriiuiini on the same state of facts wblch had been heard and decided In 
the same c*ourt on the 8th day of April, 1903 ; that affiant upon the culling of 
the case for trial in o|)en court an objection to the assessors named by said 
John Goodnow, on the ground that said assessors had not been drawn by lot 
and in open court, and further requested the tH)urt to permit said Samuel 
Ziunuerniann to examine said George E. Tucker and one F. A. Blake under oath 
as to their qualifications to act as assessors in said case; that said John 
Goodnow peremptorily overruled affiant's motion to examine said, two men on 
their voir dire, and they were fortliwith sworn to act as assessors in said case, 
although said George K. Tucker, as aforesaid, had oi)enly In a public dining 
room stated that he could not serve with an unbiased mind in said case. 

XV. Affiant further states that on the 16th day of June, 1903, he filed at the 
United States consular court in Shanghai with A. H. White, deputy consul- 
general, a complaint praying for judgment in the sum of $500, money due and 
owing affiant by one C. II. Rolker : that said complaint was duly sworn to in 
duplicate; that affiant had deiwsited with sjiid A. H. White a check for $300 
Mexican currency to secure the costs of said case. That thereafter, on or 
about the 18th day of June, 1903, affiant was peremptorily called to said con- 
sulate, was ushered into a room with the doors tightly closed, and in the 
presence of George A. Derby said Goodnow forcibly returned said check by 
thrusting It upon the person of affiant ; that affiant was ushered out of the room 
after the most Insulting and humiliating treament and out of said consulate; 
that said George A. Derby violently and forcibly attempted to make affiant 
withdraw said complaint, and uiwn affiant declining to withdraw the same, the 
said Dorl)y deliberately destroyed said two copies of said complaint by tearing 
them to pieces and throwing them through the door of the consulate after 
affiant, in a most insulting and humiliating manner, at the same time using 
the most profane, vulgar, and low-lived language. 

That affiant is informed and l>elieves that In the case of C. II. Rolker r. J. H. 
Rolker, out of which said case grew, the said .lohn Goodnow was prejudic»ed 
and biased, for the reason that said J. II. Rolker had expresse<l the Intention of 
forwarding to the President of the United States a i>etltion of the leading 
American merchants of Shangliai for the dismissal of said John Goo<lnow 
from the consular service of tlie T^nlttnl States, and tliat said ,Iohn (Tcmdnow 
was unduly inthicnccd in fnvor (if s.-iid ('. II. Uolkcr by reason of a dislike for 
said J. 11. Kolkor on a<*<-ount of said contemplated petition for <J(K>dnow*s 
dismissal. 

XVI. Tliat thereafter, to wit. on or about the UUli day of .lune. 10<>3. affiant 
sent .$.'UK) Mcxi<*nn c-urrcncy to said consulate nnd that sai<l John (Joodnow re- 
ceived same from tlic incssenjrcr but never acknowl<Hlgeil reciMpt of same by 
letter or otla'rwise, nor has he ever stated in any way wliat application was 
made of sjiid money, jind tli.it said amount was extorted fnun affiant by black- 
mail : tliat sjiid extortion of said sum was tlie outcome of the refusal of said 
Goodnow to permit affinnt to i>?-osecute suit on tlie complaints which had l)een 
duly tiled and which snid Goodnow and Derby destroytnl. 

XVII. Affiant further states that on or about the 'jist day of XovemlK»r. 1902. 
in the case of ('. H. Rolker /•. J. II. Kolker. affiant attended <'(mrt at the usual 
hour and was informed tluit the case had been calhMl an hour earlier, although 
no written notice to that effect lia<l In^en given to affiant: that but one assessor 
atten<led court on said date, and because of the absence of the other assessor the 
case was contiinuHl: that notwithstanding the absence of the st»cond ass<*ssor 
and the fact that the case had been calh^l at 9 o'clock, instead of 10 o'clock, 
and without notice to that clTcct havini; been serv<'d upon affiant, affiant was 
fine<l .$r)2 Mexican currency. whi<-h affiant paid; that jiffiant is informed and be- 
lieves that no reconl of said Jp.VJ was sent to tla' State Department of the 
United States of America, as re(|uire<l by consular regulations governing such 
ca.ses. AltiMut further believes, from a memorandum s(hmi by him at said 
consular office, that this sum of .$.VJ was unlawfully divided between said .lohn 
Goodn(>w and (;eorge A. Derby. 

XVIII. Affiant further states that said (f<H>rge A. Derby, who a<'ts in the 
cap;i<-iti<*s of clerk of the consuhir c<»urt. nnirsluil of the c<mrt. and general 
land agent of said consulate, when not forced upon litigants in the capacity of 
accountant, altlmugh nMiuinul by consular regulations to serve all <Hmiplaints, 
answers. noti<-es of trial, and other documents in person, has invariably violatetl 
said ccmsular regulations in tliMt inst<'Md of serving said complaints, answers, 
and other documents in p<M*son. he serves same by ctw^ly with a memorandmn 
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book (commonly known as ** cblt book'' in the Orient), wherein the party to 
whom said documents are addressed is supi)osed to acknowledge receipt by 
signing said memorandum book, and that said George A. Derby, in violation of 
his duty, returns said documents to court as Imving been duly served and 
charges the consular fees for services which have not been rendered according 
to due process of law ; that the attention of said John Goodnow has been called 
to this state of affairs in o|)en court, but that no correction lias been made in 
the said methods in the service of processes of said consular court. 

That in the case of Lalcaca v. The American Oriental' Commercial Company, 
the said George A. Derby admitted in oi)en court that he had sent the complaint 
and notices of trial by cooly instead of serving the same in person, yet, notwith- 
standing these facts, said John Goodnow forced the case to trial against the 
protest of one of said defendants, who moved that the court continue the case 
in order that the otlier two defendants should be served with due process of law, 
in order that they might appear in court and testify. - 

XIX. Affiant further states that in the case of Sterling r. George I. Sterling, 
affiant was retained as attorney for defendant ; that said case was twice set for 
hearing, the first time the plaintiff not api^earing in court and the second time 
appearing without witnesses, the defendant appearing at each hearing with 
numerous witnesses, and that said John Goodnow, instead of hearing the case, 
called defendant into the private office of said Goodnow and tliere. affiant is 
informed and believes, said Sterling was coen^ed by said c;o(Hlnow into sur- 
rendering his property for an Inadequate consideration to plaintiff ; that de- 
fendant afterwards stated that this was a very unsatisfactory arrangement to 
him, but that he had to do what (Joodnow told him or Goodnow would crush 
him. 

XX. That defendant in said case of Sterling i\ Sterling gave affiant for serv- 
ices rendered a promissory note for $200 United States currency, payable on 
demand ; that upon demand for payment affiant was referred by said defendant 
to said John Goodnow, who admitted having money belonging to said defendant, 
but declined to honor said Sterling's order for same; that affiant gave said 
Goodnow notice that he would serve Goodnow with a written attachment, and 
immediately filed suit against said Sterling for the payment of said note. 

XXI. That the complaint in said suit against Sterling for payment of said 
note was alleged to have l>een served upon defendant, but that thereafter Ster- 
ling immediately left town and judgment was given against him On default; 
that said John Groodnow in this case prostituted his office and tlie cause of jus- 
tice in aiding said Sterling to leave the jurisdiction of the court without i^aying 
his lawful debts. 

XXII. That in said case of affiant versus Sterling said John Goodnow, after 
rendering judgment against said Sterling and the usual writ of execution, de- 
clined to execute said writ on property of said Sterling at the Traveller's Hotel, 
comer Broadway and Fearon road, on the ground that said Sterling liad assigned 
his property to his wife, tlie said Goo<lnow alleging that therefore the creditors 
of said Sterling had no redress. 

XXIII. That said George I. Sterling, aside and apart from any professional 
relations of client and attorney, voluntarily state<l to affiant that Consul-Genera 1 
Goodnow and George A. Derby, to use Sterling's own words. " have l>e*en making 
United States citizens at $200 and $:^00 a head— Sukormann in the Uusso- 
Chinese Bank in Shanghai, and Neilson Koffmann in Tientsin hold American 
passports and have never been in the United States; these men paid $200 and 
$300 to Derby to get registered:" and that lie. Sterling, paid the money t» 
Derby. 

George F. Curtis. 

Subscribed and sworn to before nie this M day of \oveml)er, 1903. 

[ SEAL. 1 G. D. PiTZIPIOS. 

//. n. M. Vicr-CoitsnL 

[STAMP.] 
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Dzionk^s Affidavit in re passport. A 52. 

Affidavit in re the unlawful accepting of money by George A. Derby, who acts 
in the capacity of marshal, clerk of the United States consular court, and land 
agent of said consulate, for a United States passport under the Tientsin treaty, 
to be used by a person not entitled thereto, with the said passport attached 
and made a part of said affidavit 

Maximilian Francis Dzionk, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that 
he is a citizen of the Empire of Germany and duly registered at the German 
consulate-general at Shanghai, and that he is engaged in the real estate busi- 
ness in said Shanghai ; that in the latter part of November, 1898, affiant was in 
Slianghai and was desirous of obtaining a United States passport ; that he made 
known this desire to one R. Hazelton, an alleged American citizen, who informed 
affiant that a passport could be obtained for affiant through said George A. 
Derby upon the payment of the sum of $100 Mexican currency ; that on the 22d 
day of November, 1898, said Hazelton received from the said George A. Derby 
a United States passport, which is annexed hereto and made a part hereof. 

Affiant further states that he paid to the said R. Hazleton the sum of $100 
Mexican currency, and that the said Hazleton said that part of the said $100 
wotild have to be paid to the said George A. Derby ; that said passport is in the 
following words, to wit : 

" No. 204. 

** I, John Goodnow, consul-general of the United States of America, at Shang- 
hai, China, having received an application from R. Hazelton, a citizen of tlie 
United States, for a passport to travel from Shanghai by way of Chang Kiang 
to Hai Mung (and return), have, under the provisions of the Tientsin treaty, 
issued this pass, and have to request that the Chinese authorities, civil and 

military, on examining it, will allow Mr. safely and freely to 

pass, and in case of need to give him all lawful aid and protection. 

** Given under my hand and the impression of the seal of the consulate of the 
United States, at Shanghai, this November 22, 1898. 

" John Goodnow, 
" Consul-General.** 

TliMt snid passport was delivered to affiant, and affiant used same in travel- 
ing from 8hanj?liai by way of Chang Kiang to Ilai Mung. and this with the 
knowlcHijje of said George A. Derby and said R. Hazelton. 

Affiant furtlior states of his own positive knowledge tliat said George A. 
Derby and said R. Hazelton are engage<l in the imsiness of soliciting accounts 
owing by one Clilnese to otlier Clilnese, liaving said accounts assigned to said 
Hazelton. and that said Derby uses his office as clerk of the consular court at 
Shangliai. and tlie seal of said consular court in intimidating said alleged 
debtors to pay said accounts to the said Hazelton: and that said Hazelton and 
Derl»y charge for the said unlawful services as high as 25 per cent of said 
accounts. 

M. F. Dzionk. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me tins 30th day of October. 1008. 

[SKAL.] G. D. PITZIPIOS. 

[STVMP.I //. n. .1/. Vicr-Consul. 



Adicr's affidavit. 

In re bogus American citizens. N. Kaplun, O. MulakoflP, A. Finkelstein, and 
George Sterling, and the securing of United States passports through the 
American consulate at Shangliai, Clnna. 

Davis Adlkr, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 

1. That he is a subject of Austria : residing and transacting business of a 
hotel keeper at No. 1 Taku voiul. Tientsin, China. 

2. That he has known said X. Kaplun. O. MalakofT. A. Finkelstein. and George 
Sterling for years, and that he knows many of their friends. That he knows 
the said N. Kaplun to be a Russian Jew, born in KishinefP, Russia ; that the 
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said Kaplun is at least 00 years of age, of slight build, with white hair and 
long white beard. The fact of his apparent age may be seen from his photo- 
graph, which is annexed hereto and marked " Exhibit A."a That the said Kaplan 
is living with a woman at "All Nations' Bar " who is not his wife, but is a pros- 
titute and has been for many years. 

3. The affiant further states that the said Kaplun has never been in the 
United States and has admitted that fact to the affiant, and in 1902 showed to 
the affiant a United States passport in the name of said Kaplun which he 
states he had secured tlirough said Sterling and the officers of the United 
States consulate at Shanghai, China. 

4. The affiant further states that the said Kaplun is proprietor of the "Alt 
Nations' Bar " on the river front ; that the so-called bar is the resort of pimps, 
prostitutes, and gamblers; that two prostitutes live on the premises for pur- 
poses of prostitution, and that others use the said premises for purposes of 
assignation. That the said so-called "All Nations' Bar " is kept open contrary to 
the municipal regulations of Tientsin until 2 and 3 o'clock in the morning, and 
that gambling goes on there every night, contrary to said municipal regula- 
tions. That the said so-called bar bears such a bad reputation that the German 
authorities have issued orders forbidding their soldiers from entering this place, 
and that these orders have been in force for more than a year. 

5. The affiant further states that the said Kaplun's bar was closed by the 
authorities of Tientsin, but through the assistance of the owner of the house 
and the fact that said Kaplun claimed to be an American citizen and possessed 
an American passport, he was permitted to again open the said "All Nations' 
Bar." 

6. That the affiant further states that he knows the said O. Malakoff, and 
knows of his own personal knowledge that the said O. Malakoff is not a citizen of 
the United States; that the said O. Malakoff was bom in Odessa, Russia, and 
only speaks tr^^o or three words of English, and has never been in the United 
States. That the said O. Malakoff has a United States passport secured 
Hirough the United States consulate at Shanghai, China, which passport was 
shown to the affiant in 1902. When shown this passport, Malakoff exclaimed, 
in Russian : '* I am afraid of nobody now ; I can go all through Russia and the 
Russians can do nothing." The affiant further states that the said Malakoff Is 
a big fat fellow, with black hair, and about 38 years of age, and lives on the 
earnings of prostitutes. That the photograph annexed hereto marked " Ex- 
hibit B "ft Is a true photograph of the said Malakoff. 

7. The affiant further states that the said A. Finkelsteln Is a subject of Tur- 
key and has a French passport ; that the said Finkelsteln unlawfully secured a 
United States passport with the connivance of officers of the United States 
consulate at Shanghai, China, and with the assistance of the said George Ster- 
ling; that immediately before he secured the United States passport he had 
a French passport, and a short time after obtaining the United States passport 
i1 was taken away from the said A. Finkelsteln at Chefoo by Mr. Fowler, the 
United States consul there; that immediately thereafter said Finkelsteln 
claimed protection of the French consulates in China, and has admitted to 
the affiant that he has never been in the United States ; that the said A. Fin- 
kelsteln kept a brothel in Chefoo and in Tientsin. 

8 The affiant further states that the said George Sterling is a Russian Jew 
and was bom In Llta, Russia, and that the said Sterling lived for many years 
in Tendon, England, and speaks the English, Russian, and Continental lan- 
guages fluently, and that he came to China by the way of the Suez Canal, living 
at Bombay, Calcutta, and Shanghai Affiant further states that said George Ster- 
ling is not an American citizen, though he claims to be one, and that the affiant 
is Informed and l)elleves that said Sterling Is unlawfully registered at the 
American consulate at Shanghai, China, as an American citizen. 

D. Adleb. 

Subscribed and sworn to before nie, Tientsin, China, this 3d day of February, 
1904. 

[seal.] James W. Ragsdale, 

United States Consul-Oeneral. 



fl Omitted. 
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Dzionk to the President on the loss of his land by the acts of John Cfoodnow. 

17 Newchwano Road, 
Shanghaiy China, November 18, 190S. 
May it Please Your Excellency : I beg leave to submit to your honor charges 
of malfeasance In office against John (Joodnow, United States consul-general 
at Shanghai, China, in the form of an affidavit supported by photographic 
exhibits, originals of which I hold in my iwssession, and will submit to your 
honor or to any Federal court, if your honor sees fit to further investigate said 
charges. 

The said charges with the photographic exhibits I pray your excellency to 
refer to the Attorney-General of the United States for investigation and prose- 
cution; to the Secretary of the United States Treasury in order to attach the 
bond of said John Goodnow. as part payment of damages sustained by me in 
the sum of $72,540 United States currency, by reason of the acts of said John 
Goodnow In depriving me of 19^ mows of land, and also to the Secretary of 
State, with whom I understand there are otlier charges filed against the said 
John Goodnow. 

Most respectfully, 

M. F. Dzionk. 
His Excellency the President of the United States of America, 

Washington, D. C. 



Dziont:'s affidavit. 

Maximilian Francis Dzionk, being first duly sworn, deposes and says : 

First. That he is a subject of the Empire of Germany ; that he is 54 years 
of age, married, by occupation a land broker, and residing and doing business 
in Shanghai, China, and that he has so resided and transacted business in 
China for thirty-five years, to wit, from the year 1868. That he is the owner 
of 19i mows of land ; that a mow is equivalent to 85 feet and 4 inches by 85 
feet and 4 inches; that the said land is located near the west end of Rifle 
Range road in tlie foreign settlement of Shanghai. That the affiant acquired 
title to said land l)y the payment therefor and has been in lawful possession, 
which possession was actual, definite, notorious, adverse, exclusive, uninter- 
rupted, under a claim of right, to wit. by the payment of money therefor, for 
the space of twenty years up to the 17th day of April, 1890. 

Second. That on the said 17th day of April. 1899, one R. T. Hazelton ap- 
proached affiant and advised affiant to have the said 19i mows of land regis- 
tered at the United States consulate in Shanghai in the name of the said R. T. 
Hazelton, which tlie said Ilazelton said could be readily and quickly done by 
his friend George A. Derby, an employee of the United States consulate at 
Shangliai. That land registered in any consulate in Shanghai is more market- 
able than land held by a Chinese title registered in a Chinese land office. 

Third. That in pursuance of said proi>osition made by the said Hazelton, 
affiant surrendered to tlie said Hazelton affiant's title deed to the said 191 
mows of land, togetlier with the receipt for money paid for said land in the 
shape of a bill of sale; and that the said Hazleton, on the same day, to wit, the 
17th day of April, 1899, executeil to affiant a United States consular deed of 
trust, a photographic exhibit of whidi is annexed liereto and made a part 
hereof, and marked '* Exhibit A." 

Fourth. That the said R. T. Ilazelton represented to affiant that certain 
moneys would be necessary as United States consular fees for registering the 
said 19i mows of land at the Uniteil States consulate. That under these repre- 
sentations so made l)y the said Ilazelton the affiant paid to said Hazelton the 
sum of $2,iO Mexican currency, which sum is evidenced by two receipts given 
by the said R. T. Ilazelton to affiant, which receipts for the payment of the said 
sum to tlie said Ilazelton are annexed hereto, made a part hereof, and marked 
Exhibits •* B " and " C," said exhibits being photograpliic copies. 

Fifth. That shortly after the said R. T. Ilazelton executed the aforesaid 
declaration of trust to the affiant for the aforesaid punx)se of the registration 
of affiant's 19^ mows of land in the United States consulate, the said R. T. 
Hazelton, in collusion with one (icorge A. Derby, an employee of the United 
States consulate in Shanghai, without the affiant's knowledge or consent, and 
aiming to defraud affiant, did institute suit in the Chinese mixed court at 
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Shanghai against one Fong Hlng Kee» who is alleged to have asserted title to 
the said 19^ mows of land, after the said R. T. Hazelton bad given said declara- 
tion of trust. That the said George A. Derby did authorize by letter one A. J. 
E. Browne-Burke, an attorney of Shanghai, to institute said suit, a photo- 
graphic exhibit of which letter authorizing said Browne-Burke as aforesaid, 
is annexed hereto, and made a part hereof, and marked *' Exhibit D." 

Sixth. That the said suit, unknown to affiant, as aforesaid, was carried to 
judgment, and the Chinese magistrate of said court, Mr. Chang, and the Ameri- 
can assessor sitting as judge with the said Chang, rendered a decision ad- 
judging the said Fong Hing Kee to be the owner of the said 19^ mows of land, 
but at the same time giving judgment against the said Fong Hing Kee in favor 
of the said R. T. Hazelton and George A. Derby in the sum of 4,560 taels. 
That the said sum of 4,560 taels was not paid over to the said attorney, A. J. 
E. Browne-Burke, for the use and benefit of his clients, the said R. T. Hazelton 
and George A. I>erby, but at the special request and order of the Hon. John 
Goodnow, United States consul-general at Shanghai, China, was paid in person 
to the said John Goodnow, who did acknowledge the receipt of the said sum 
of 4,560 taels by a letter addressed to the said Chinese magistrate, Chang, and 
did also acknowledge receipt thereof on the official Chinese card of the said 
John Qoodnow, photographic exhibits of which said letter and said receipt are 
annexed hereto and made a part hereof, and marked, respectively. Exhibits 
*' E " and " F." 

Seventh. That affiant first learned of the said fraudulent judgment from the 
said A. J. B. Browne-Burke and from the records of the Chinese mixed court 
after the rendition of said fraudulent judgment; that the said R. T. Hazelton 
did present to affiant an alleged accounting of fees paid in said suit fraudu- 
lently instituted, as aforesaid, at the Chinese mixed court without affiant's 
knowledge. Photographic exhibit of said accounting is annexed hereto, made 
a part liereof, and marked ** Exhibit (J." 

Eighth. That affiant refused and has ever since refused to accept said ac- 
counting and has received no amount whatever from said accounting, but, on 
the contrary, protested against the same and against the said fraudulent acts 
of said Hazelton and Derby to said .lohn Goodnow, and does still so protest, 
but that said John Goodnow has failed to rometiy said fraudulent acts, and on 
one occasion when affiant, after many fruitless endeavors to see the said John 
Goodnow at the United States consulate, finally saw him, the said Goodnow did 
aid and abet the said acts l)y showing to affiant a power of attorney with refer- 
ence to said lOi mows of land puri><>i*ting to be signed by affiant and duly 
attested by the seal and signature of tlie said John Goodnow, United States 
consul-general, but which said pnriKirtcd iK)wer of attorney affiant avers was 
never executed by affiant, and that the same is false and fraudulent, and made, 
as affiant is informed and l>elieves, to justify, aid. and al^et the said unlawful 
acts of the said John (Joodnow's employee in the United States consulate, George 
A. Derby and the said R. T. Hazelton : tliat tlie only iK>wei*s conferred by affiant 
VL\yon any person whatsoever with reference to said 19i mows of land were con- 
tained in a letter to the said R. T. Hazelton authorizing the said Hazelton to 
register the said land in the United States consulate at Shanghai In the name of 
the said Hazelton and secure therefor American consular de«ls in the place and 
stead of the Chinese title dc»eds held by the affiant, which the said R. T. Hazel- 
ton undertook to do and promised to protect the affiant l)y means of the afore- 
said declaration of trust. That the aforesaid letter Jiuthorizing the said Hazel- 
ton to register the said land at the United States consulate was given to Hazelton 
in the presence of A. F. ('. Penzig. and this fact is evidenceil by a letter to 
affiant from the said A. F. C. Penzig, photographic exhibit of which letter is 
annexed hereto, made a part hereof, and marked " Exhibit H." 

Ninth. That the said accounting l)y the said R. T. Hazelton, as set forth In 
Exhibit G. Is shown to be false In that the Item alleged to have been paid to 
A. J. E. Browne-Burke as 2,000 taels. by a letter of siild Browne-Burke written 
to Hon. T. R. Jernlgan, ex-consul-general at Shanghai for the United States, is 
shown not to have l)een more than $200 Mexican currency : a photographic copy 
of which letter Is annexed hereto, made a part hereof, and marked " Exhibit I." 

Tenth. That said accounting Is further shown to be false by the fact that no 
court fees whatever are charged by the Chinese mixed court : further, that said 
accounting sets forth the judgment of the mixed court as 4.<>i50 taels (see Ex- 
hibit G), whei-eas said John Goodnow acknowledged the receipt of l)Ut 4..560 
taels, as will \\e seen by Exhibit E. 
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Eleventh. That the name " Smith " interlined in the communication of said 
Goodnow to the said Chinese magistrate Chang (see Exhibit E) la a fic- 
titious name, inserted therein by the said John Goodnow to aid and abet said 
unlawful transactions and to conceal the unlawful acts of his said employee 
George A. Derby, whose connection with the said case in the Chinese mixed 
court involving affiant's title to the said 19i mows of land is evidenced by the 
Bald George A. Derby's letter to the said attorney A. J. E. Browne-Burke, as 
set forth in Exhibit D. 

Twelfth. That affiant has in his possession the originals of all documents 
photographic exhibits of which are hereto annexed, and will produce the same 
before any Federal court of the United States upon the direction of the hon- 
orable President or of the Attorney-General of the United States. 

Thirteenth. That said land is of the present value of 6,000 taels i)er mow, 
equivalent to the sum of 117,000 taels, which sum is equivalent in United States 
currency at exchange 62, to the sum of $72,540. 

Fourteenth. Affiant further states of his own positive knowledge, that the 
said magistrate Chang, of the Chinese mixed court, who rendered said judg- 
ment through the collusion of the said John Goodnow, was dismissed and 
degraded by the imperial Chinese authorities because of the said Chang's 
notorious corruption and dishonesty at the Chinese mixed court; and that the 
said Chang Is the same person to whom the said John Goodnow addressed the 
said letter acknowledging the receipt of 4,560 taels and thanking the said Chang 
for his ** energetic enforcement of the judgment," as will be seen in Exhibit E. 

Fifteenth. Affiant Is Informed and believes that said John Goodnow was paid 
the sum of 10,000 taels on a so-called fee by the said Fong Hlng Kee for serv- 
ices rendered In securing the aforesaid fraudulent judgment In favor of the said 
Fong Hlng Kee to the said 19i mows of land. 

Sixteenth. Affiant further states that said judgment Is fraudulent on the face 
of It In that the Chinese mixed court has no jurlsdlclon to bind a foreign sub- 
ject of any nation who is duly registered at the consulate of any nation in 
Shanghai, and the said John Goodnow had judicial knowledge of the fact that 
said judgment did not and could not bind the said Hazelton and Derby. That 
said Goodnow knew that the United States consular court at Shanghai, China, 
was established by Congress for the purpose of determining questions of law 
involving? the rights of American citizens, and that if tlie said Fong Hlng Kee 
had any claim to tlie said 19^ mows of land against tlie said Hazelton and 
Derby, wlio took uix)n themselves to represent affiant, without affiant's knowl- 
edge, in the Chinese mixed court, the said Fong Hlng Kee should have sued 
said llazleton and Derby in the United States consular court; that the Chinese 
mixed cnnrt did not and could not have jurisdiction over said Hazelton and 
Derby. The said Jolm Goodnow further knew that said Hazelton and Derby 
could not K'we jurisdiction to the said Chinese mixed court to bind American 
sul)jc<-ts: that said Jolm Goodnow knew that said Hazelton and Derby did not 
protest against tbc judgment of said niixtMl C(mrt. did not api)eal the case to 
the taotai. and did not assert, after the rendition of said judgment, ownership of 
tlio said IIU mows of land, as under law tliey were bound to do, as shown by 
tlie said declaration of trust (see Exhibit A) in order to |)rote<-t affiant's title 
and force the said Fong Hing Kee to sue the said Hazelton an<l Derl)y in the 
United States consular court, and thus have an American's title to the said lOJ 
mows of land determined by tlie American consular court. 

Further, the said John Goodnow knew that twenty years' lawful possession 
by affiant of the said 19i mows of land, which possession was actual, oi)en. and 
notorious, under the right of a lawful claim, and was not disputetj by anyone 
during the said term of twenty years, would of itself have invested affiant to 
title to the said land by tlie doctrine of adverse ivossession, aside from the fact 
tliat affiant had paid for the said land, had lawful bill of sale for the same, and 
a Cbin(»se title deed, which documents were intrusted to the said R. T. Hazel- 
ton, who gave to attiant in excliange therefor tlie said declaration of trust, 
marked ** Exhil)it A." Tliat not even the plea of Ignorance of the law on the part 
of said (Joddiiow. or the fact that lie was not a lawyer or had never studieil law, 
could avail lilm as an excuse for said fraudulent judgment so rendered as afore- 
said. Tliat said Jolm Goodnow knew that the said S. P. Barchet, wlio sat as 
the American assessor with tlie said magistrate Chang in the trial of said title 
to said land, was not a lawyer, had never studied law. but was a missionary, a 
subject of the Empire of (iermany, who has been in China for the last thirty- 
three years, who, when lie arrived in China, could not speak English, and who 



EXHIBIT A. 




of Shakghai in the Empire of China .i 

hereby declare that I my heirs execators administrators and assigns will hencefolih stand 

poeeessed of all that piece or parcel of land registered in my name in the Books for the 

Begistration of buid kept at the ..JVi^4iti(C*f £n^^ r y ^ .- Consulate General at 

SflAiroHAi aforesaid as Lot Namber d^^Z.T:::r^/^.,Jl^^^ 

in tmst for. Z®_S^ — aienc^^t^J^ — . . -. of Shanghai 



aforesaid and his heirs execators administrators and assigns AND that I my heirs executors 
administnitors or assigns trill upon payment of 'all 'peaMMbUe eMW charm and expenaei 
convey iransfcr and dispose of the same as and when the said^ J^^L..U^^.v^^^!^<fi!^^-- 
his heirs execators administrators or assigns shall in writing direct AND that in case I shall 
at any time leave Shavghai aforesaid or bo onablo to attetid at the .bgHwZ^/TWMy 
Consokite General aforesaid to transfer the said land and premises I will duly appoint by 
deed a' substitute or substitutes in my pleaee and stead to act on my behalf and perform the 
provisions contained in these present As Witkess my hand this , 



day of 




One thousand eight hundred ninety ^.^/JA^AAJ^ . 



Signed by the said 



, ^^j^<iMhuSL 



in the presence of 




EXHIBIT B. 











EXHIBIT C. 







H. Voc. 666, 69-1 2S 



EXHIBIT D. 

COMULATC-CENERIIL OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICII 




XL/V^ 



Shanghai, China, JJ...i. 1900 




EXHIBIT E. 
Consular Service, U. S. A. 



Shaiiflial, Chlaa. 



v. t. Caaaalata-Caaaral 

4f 









EXHIBIT F. 




EXHIBIT G. 
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secured American citizenship papers, as afEiant is informed and believes, on a 
visit to Annapolis, Md. 

Affiant prays that His Excellency the President may refer this affidavit with 
the accompanying exhibits to the Attorney-General of the United States for in- 
vestigation and prosecution ; that the Secretary of the United States Treasury 
may be served with the same, to the end that the bond of United States (Consul- 
General JiOm Goodnow, in the sum of $10,000 United States currency, in the cus- 
tody of said Secretary of the Treasury, may be attached for the damages sus- 
tained by affiant, who hereby claims damages In the sum of |72,540 United 
States currency against the said John Goodnow. 

M. F. DziONK. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 18th day of November, 1903. 

[SKAL.] G. D. PiTZIFIOS, 

H, B. M, Vice-Consul 

Exhibit H. 

Shanghai, 20th September, 1901. 
Deab Mb. Dzionk : I am sorry to hear that your friends have treated you the 
way they did. 

I remember being in your house about eighteen months ago, when Mr. Hazle- 
ton called and requested you to g^ve him a document to enable him to represent 
you in the United States consulate-general and also the Chinese court, and I 
also distinctly remember him saying that he had every hope of a speedy settle- 
ment If the paper you gave him is registered there is not the slightest doubt 
some one has been found for a consideration to impersonate you. 
I am, sir, yours faithfully, 

A. F. C. Penzig. 



Exhibit I. 

[A. J. B. Browne-Burke, attorney and counselor at law, P. 341 Nankin Road.] 

Shanghai, October 5, 1902, 
Dear Sib: As it has come to my knowledge that there are proceedings about 
to be taken in the case of Hazelton i;. Fang Sing Cbee, heard in the mixed courts 
In the spring of last year, in which I appeared as counsel for Hazelton, at the 
8I)ecial instance and request of George A. Derby, United States marshal at 
Shanghai, I desire to say that for the purposes of facilitating a settlement of 
alleged party claimant, I gave a receipt for 2,000 taels to Mr. Hazleton — ^this after 
continued solicitation. My fee was to be, first, one-third; then one-fourth of 
recovery. This is covered by contract. Later my fee was changed to 2,500 
taels. I reduced it to 2,000 taels on recovery of Judgment. Of this amount I 
have only received $200. 

I have reason to believe now that there were certain persons interested in the 
case whose names did not appear on the record. My services were procured in 
this case, after Mr. Derby appeared in the mixed court, as agent or attorney of 
Hazelton. It was evidently a last resort on their part The Judgment was not 
paid to me, nor did I have anything to do with receiving the money from the 
mixed court 

Yours, respectfully, 

Bbowne-Bubke. 
Hon. T. R. Jebnioan, 

Lawyer, Shanghai, 
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BROWN E-BURKE'S AFFIDAVIT IN RE GOODNOW'S SEIZURE AND SALE 
OF THE CONTENTS OF HIS OFFICE. (B 31a,) 

In the court of the United States legation at Peking, China, January , 

1901. 

United States, ex rel. A. J. Burke, v. John Ooodnow and George A. Dert^. 

Docket No. — . — Malfeasance in office. 

John Goodnow, a duly commissioned and acting consul-general of the United 
States of America at Shanghai, China, and George A. Derby, a duly appointed 
and acting United States marshal at the same place, are accused by the under- 
signed of the crime of felony, to wit, malfeasance in office, committi)d as 
follows : 

That the said John Goodnow and the said George A. Derby, under color of 
their respective offices, did, on the 15th day of December, 1902, maliciously, 
unlawfully, and feloniously enter the law offices of the undersigned in Shang- 
hai, China, without the undersigned's knowledge or consent, and take there- 
from the steel safe of the undersigned and its contents of about $580 United 
States gold and private documents of great value, and also took from the said 
law offices the books, private letters, letter-press books, and furniture and 
personal proi)erty of the value of $500 United States gold without a civil case 
having been filed against the undersigned, and without a Judgment having been 
rendered against the undersigned. The said John Goodnow and the said George 
A. Derby did dispose of part of said property at auction without advertising 
the same, and the proceeds thereof and the remaining property so taken from 
law offices the said John Goodnow and the said George A. Derby appropriated 
to their own use, contrary to the law in such cases made and provided, and 
against the peace and dignity of the law-abiding residents of Shanghai, China. 

A. J. BUBKE. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 18th day of January, 1904. 
[SEAL.] Henry P. Fletcher, 

Vnited Slates Second Secretary of Legation, 



BROWNE-BURKFS AFFIDAVIT ON WARREN'S TONTRACT WITH HIM. 

(B 33.) 

In tlie supreme court of the District of Columbia, Washington City, D. C, 

, 1904. 

A. J. Burke, plaintiff, r. George Warren. John Goodnow, United States consul- 
general, George A. Derby. Uniteil States marshal, defendants individually 
and jointly. 

The petition of the alK)ve-nanie<l plaintiff shows: 

1. That the plaintiff is a citizen of St. Paul, State of Minnesota, United 
States of America, residing and practicing law at Tientsin, China ; that the de- 
fendant, George Warren, is a citizen of the State of Massachusetts; that the 
defendant. George A. Derby, is a citizen of the State of Pennsylvania, a duly 
appointed and acting United States marshal at Shanghai. China ; that the de- 
fendant, John Goodnow, a duly commissioned and acting United States consul- 
general at Shanghai. China, is a citizen of the State of Minnesota, ali residing 
and transacting business at Shanghai, China. 

2. That the plaintiff gives this honorable court to understand and be informed 
that the plaintiff on the second day of May. 1890, at St. Paul. Minn., was duly 
admitted to practice law before the supreme court of the State of Minnesota, 
and received from the said court a certificate so evidencing plaintiff's vested 
right to practice law before all the courts of record of the State of Minnesota; 
a certified copv of certificate is annexed hereto and marked " Plaintiff's 
Exhibit A." 

3. The plaintiff complains and alleges that on or about the 21st day of August, 
1902, the plaintiff entered into a contract with the defendant, George Warren, 
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to petition for a claim of $103,800, United States gold, and to collect the same 
from the Imperial Chinese Government for damages sustained by the said 
Warren, due to the Boxer uprising in the year 1900. That said contract vested 
the plaintiff with a one-tliird interest in said claim for $103,800, or the amount 
that might be recovered, for value received by said Warren, a copy of which 
said contract, with the said claim, was filed on or about the 21st day of August, 
1902, with the United States claims commission in China, appointed to investi- 
gate the claims of American citizens, to which said copy of said contract, filed 
as aforesaid, the plaintiff prays this honorable court reference may be had for 
the purposes of this suit. 

4. The plaintiff further complains and alleges that John Goodnow, a duly 
commissioned and acting consul-general of the United States of America, sta- 
tioned at Shanghai, China, did. on or about the 16th day of September, 1902, 
and at various dates between the 16th and 22d days of September, 1902, with 
full knowledge of the premises, maliciously Instigate, direct, and order one 
George A. Derby, a duly appointed and acting uinrshal of the United States 
consulate-general at Shanghai, China, to go to the plaintiff's law offices, in 
Shanghai, to maliciously intimidate and threaten the plaintiff with malicious 
prosecution, disbarment proceedings, and blackmail if the plaintiff refused to 
surrender to the said Goodnow the aforesaid contract. The plaintiff further 
complains and alleges that the said George A. Derby did call at the said law 
offices of the plaintiff, at Shanghai, on or about the 16th day of September, 1902, 
and did maliciously, in a loud and grossly insulting tone of voice, say to the 
plaintiff, as follows : " I have come to tell you that Goodnow has sent me for 
the contract that George Warren gave you. Goodnow will imprison you and 
seize your books, papers, and private effects under a false execution, and he 
will disbar you from practicing law not alone in Shanghai, but in all courts In 
China and elsewhere for all time: and Goodnow will deport you and fix you 
properly. Goodnow has sent me here to tell you this, and if you do not do as 
he says, you will be ruined for all time. Goodnow will stop at nothing, when 
he wants a certain thing done. On the other hand, if you fix it up with Grood- 
now and keep in with him you will get a nice thing out of it. The claims com- 
mission will allow Warren al)out $35,000 gold of his claim, and you can not 
run any big deals through like that on your own account without Goodnow 
being let in. I know it is wrong," continued Derby, " but John Goodnow is 
here for the money. He has the power, and he will use it. He Is the king here, 
and you can not go against him. Goodnow has issued false executions and 
antedated papers and has concocted schemes to have false charges made against 
persons before, and you look out that he does not do so with you. 1 warn you." 

Plaintiff replied : " Do you mean to tell me, Derby, that you would l>ecome a 
party to any such threats or illegal acts?" Derby replied: *' Do you think 1 
am a damn fool? Do you think I am here for my health? I am protected by 
Goodnow's orders, and must do as he tells me to do. He is the consul-general, 
judge, and court, all in one, and whatever he orders me to do 1 will carry out 
the orders. He will break you in two and drive you out of Shanghai. You are 
a fool to oppose Goodnow ; stand in with him and you will get a nice thing out 
of Warren's claim, but you must settle with Goodnow." The plaintiff further 
states that between said dates said Derby went to plaintiCTs offices and made 
similar statements. 

That thereafter, to wit, on the 22d day of September, 1902, the said John 
Goodnow did maliciously carry out the aforementioned threats of malicious 
criminal prosecution in order to coerce the plaintiff to surrender the said con- 
tract, in that the said Goodnow did instigate the plainiff's client, the said 
Warren, to institute a malicious charge of embezzlement against the plaintiff, 
ostensibly to collect an alleged debt. The plaintiff further complains and alleges 
that the said Warren did institute a criminal proceeding for alleged embezzle- 
ment, at the instigation of the said Goodnow and Derby, and pending the hear- 
ing of the said malicious charge of embezzlement, the said Goodnow did impose 
upon the confidence of George F. Curtis, an attorney at law who had been but a 
few days in Shanghai, in that the said Goodnow did invite the said George F. 
Curtis to dinner at the United States consulate on or about the 23d day of Sep- 
tember, 1902, in the private apartments of the United States consulate-general. 
The said Goodnow maliciously slandered and defamed the plaintiflTs character 
in conversation with the said George F. Curtis and urged the said George F. 
Curtis to do his utmost to coerce the plaintiff to surrender the plaintiflTs con- 
tract with the said Warren and to give the plaintiff distinctly to understand 
that if the plaintiff surrendered the said contract the said criminal prosecution 
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would be dismissed. That thereafter, at the instigation of the said Goodnow, 
Mr. Curtis was selected as arbitrator to decide the merits of an alleged civil 
claim for debt for which the criminal charge of embezzlement had, as aiforeudd, 
b^u instituted at the instigation of the said Goodnow and Derby for the purpose 
of securing the surrender of the said contract Mr. Curtis did act as an arbi- 
trator in the said case, and during the said arbitration Mr. Browne-Burke, 
under duress of the threats of the said Goodnow, communicated to him by the 
said Derby and the said Curtis, did surrender the said contract 

Therefore the plaintiff prays Judgment in the sum of |11,374.S9, being tlie one- 
third interest in the said contract of the award made by the United States 
claims commission In China Id favor of the said Warren, together with the 
interest and costs of this action, and for such other and further relief as to your 
honorable court may seem meet and Just, and your petitioner will ever pray. 

A. J. BUBKB. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 18th day of January, 190i. 

Hbnbt p. Flbtohbb, 
Ufiited States Second Secretary of Legation. 



PLAINTIFFS EXHIBIT A. (B 38.) 

Office of the Clerk of the Supreme Court 

State of Minnesota. 

Supreme Court, fs: 

To all whom it may concern: 

This is to certify that Antonlus Joseph Burke, of Peking, China, was duly 
admitted to practice as an attorney and counselor at law in all the courts of 
this State on the 2d day of May, 1880. 

That his name appears upon the roll of attorneys of this court, and that he 
is in good and regular standing as such attorney and counselor at law ; fur- 
ther, that he has not been 8URi)ended or disbarred, and Is not laboring under 
any dl8al)ility to practice in the courts of Minnesota. 

Given under my hand and the seal of said court this 1st day of September, 
A. D. 1903. 

C. A, ProoEON, 
Clerk of the Supreme Court, 

State of Minnesota, (B 42* 43.) 

Supreme Court, **; 
I. Charles M. Start, chief justice and presiding Judge of the supreme court 
of the State of Minnesota, do hereby certify that C. A. Pidgeon, whose genuine 
signature is annexed to the above certificate, was, at the date thereof, the 
clerk of the said supreme court ; that the official acts and doings of said clerk 
are entitled to full faith and credit, and that the said attestation Is in due form 
of law. 

Given under my hand this Int day of September, A. D. 1903. 

Charles M. Stuabt, 

Chief Justice, 

State of Minnesota. (B80. ) 

Department of State: 

I, P. B. Hanson, secretary of state in and for the State of Minnesota, hereby 
certify that C. A. Pidgeon is the duly elected and qualified and acting clerk of 
the supreme court of the State of Minnesota, having been elected to the said 
office of said clerk on the 8th day of November, 1902, at the general election 
held in said State on that day, and that his signature attached thereto is 
genuine. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal 
of the State to be affixe<l at the onpitol, in St Paul, this 3d day of September, 
A. D. 1903. 

[SEAL.] P. E. Hanson, 

Secretary of State. 
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Legation of the United States of America, 

Peking, China. 

I, Henry P. Fletcher, second secretary of the legation of the United States of 
America at Peking, China, do hereby certify that I have compared the fore- 
going (on two sheets of paper) with the origrinal and have fonnd it to be a true 
and correct copy. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of this 
legation this 15th day of January, A. D. 1904, and of the Independence of the 
United States of America the 128th. 

[seal.] Henby p. Fletcher, 

United States Second Secretary of Legation. 



Browne-Burke' 8 affidavit on the Dzionk case, (B 89*. ) 

A. J. Burke, the affiant, being first duly sworn, deposes and says : 

1. That the affiant is a citizen of St Paul, State of Minnesota, United States 
of America, temporarily residing at Tientsin, China, and practicing law before 
the consular courts of said place; that he is 36 years of age; that he was ad- 
mitted to practice law in the State of Minnesota in the month of March, 1889, 
after due examination by duly appointed and qualified examiners of the dis- 
trict court of St Paul, Minn. ; that thereafter, to wit, on the 2d day of May, 
1890, he was duly admitted to practice law before the supreme court of the 
State of Minnesota, and received from the said court a certificate under seal 
of said court, which certificate evidences affiant's vested right to practice law in 
all the courts of record in the State of Minnesota. A certified copy of said 
certificate is annexed hereto, made a part hereof, and marked "Affiant's Ex- 
hibit A." 

2. The affiant further states that he practiced law in Shanghai, China, before 
the various consular courts of said city, and that while so practicing law he 
received a letter from one George A. Derby, the land agent, marshal, and clerk 
of the United States consulate, at said Shanghai, requesting affiant's legal 
services in a certain land case before the Chinese mixed court of Shanghai, in 
which case the said Derby alleged he was one of the plaintiffs. The said letter 
received from the said Derby is in the following words : 

" Consulate-General of the United States of America, 

" Shanghai, China, September i. 1900, 
"Dear Browne-Burke: Your assistance in Mr. Hazel ton and my case is 
cordially invited. In fact, you can run the show as you think best. 
"Yours, truly, 

" George A. Derby." 

3. The affiant further states that upon taking up said case the affiant learned 
that the said Derby had appeared in the case before the Chinese mixed court 
to conduct the trial of his and Hazelton*s alleged interest in said case before the 
Chinese magistrate Chang, and the American assessor, the ex-missionary, Mr. 
S. P. Barchet ; and further, that one J. R. Hykes, a commission agent, missionary, 
and vice-consul-general of the United States at Shanghai appeared with the 
said Derby in the said case at the special instructions of John Goodnow, United 
States consul-general at Shanghai, as affiant believes, to coerce the said Chinese 
ma^strate Chang. 

4. The affiant further states that affiant learned after taking up said case 
that the real Chinese title deed to the land was in M. F. Dzionk, a subject of 
Germany, who, as the affiant verily believes, was induced by one R. F. Hazel- 
ton's fraudulent misrepresentations to transfer said Chinese title deed to said 
land to said Hazelton*s name for the sole purpose, as misrepresented by Hazel- 
ton, to record said land in the United States consulate and secure a United 
States consular title, but in truth and In fact the said transfer of said title 
deed was secured by the said Hazelton and Derby in Hazelton's name for the 
purpose of swindling said Dzionk out of his property; that, as the affiant 
afterwards learned, the said M. F. Dzionk did surrender the said Chinese title 
deed to the said Hazelton ; that a United States declaration of trust was given 
by the said Hazelton to Dzionk, which declaration of trust was signed by the 
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said R. F. Hazelton, whose signature was witnessed by the said George H. 
Derby; that the affiant further states that Mr. M. F. Dzionlc was interested 
in the case, nor that Mr. Dzionk was really owner and In possession of the title 
deed. 

That the affiant was not fully informed of all the facts of the case until after 
the trial thereof ; that said Hazelton and Derby kept the true facts secret from 
affiant ; that the affiant experienced great difficulty in getting any facts from the 
said Hazelton and Derby to such an extent that the affiant at one time in the 
course of the trial of said case threatened to abandon the same. 

6. That the affiant states of his own positive knowledge that the said (George 
A. Derby and the said R. F. Hazelton did on or about the 16th of June, 
1901, maliciously, willfully, and feloniously commit embezzlement at Shanghai, 
China, of the sum of 2,000 taels Shanghai sycee, part of the Judgment paid, 
and on information and belief, affiant states, feloniously converted and embez- 
zled the balance of 4,650 taels paid on said Judgment and appropriated the 
same to their own use. 

7. The affiant further states that be Is informed and believes that the said 
John Goodnow received the said sum of 4,650 taels from Mr. Chang, the 
Chinese magistrate, notwithstanding the fact that the affiant was the attorney 
in the case to collect said Judgment, and that said Goodnow shared with his 
said employee, the United States consulate land agent, George A. Derby, and 
confederate, and the said confederate R. F. Hazelton. 

8. The affiant further states on information and belief that the said M. F. 
Dzionk was swindled by the said Derby. Hazelton, and Goodnow. The affiant 
further states that the 18i mow of land In question in said suit at the time of 
the suit was of the value of 4,000 taels Shanghai sycee per mow. 

A. J. BUBKE. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me at Peking, China, this 15th day of Janu- 
ary, A. D. 1904. 

[SEAL.] Henry P. Fletcheb, 

United States Second Secretary of Legation. 

Affidavit's Rrhibit A, (B 44. ) 

Bri/vme-BiLtke' 8 pmver of attorney to George F. Curtis. (B 44. ) 

State of Minnesota. 

Supreme court, as: 

To all whom it may concern: 

This is to certify that Antonius Joseph Burke, of Peking, China, was duly 
admitted to practice as an attorney and counsellor at law in all the courts of 
this State, on the 2d day of May, 1890. 

That his name appears upon the roll of attorneys of this court and that he is 
in good and regular standing as such attorney and counselor at law ; further, 
that be has not been suspended or disbarred and Is not laboring under any 
disability to practice in the courts of Minnesota. 

Given under uiy hand and the seal of said court, this Ist day of September, 
A. D. 1903. 

[SEAL.] C. A. Pidoeon, 

Clerk of Supreme Court, 

State of Minnesota, 

Suprcinc court, 88: 
I, Chas. M. Start, chief Justice and presiding Judge of the supreme court of 
the State of Minnesota, do hereby certify that C. A. Pidgeon, whose genuine 
signature is annexed to the above certificate, was at the date thereof the derk 
of said flufireme court, that the official acts and doings of said clerk are entitled 
to full faith and credit and that the said attestation is in due form of law. 
Given under my hand this 1st day of September, A. D. 1903. 

Chas. M. Stabt, Chief Justice, 
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Brotone-Burke's power of attorney to Oeorge F. Curtis, 

POWER OF ATTOBNEY. 

Know all men by these presents that I, A. J. Burke, residing and transacting 
business as an attorney at law at Tientsin, China, do hereby make, constitute, 
and appoint George F. Curtis, esq., of Washington, D. C, United States of Amer- 
ica, residing and practicing law in Shanghai, China, my true and lawful attorney 
in law and in fact, to institute for me and in my name any suit or suits at law 
he may deem necessary and advisable against John Goodnow, United States 
consul-general, George A. Derby, United States marshal, George Warren, and 
Arthur B. Hykes, all American citizens and residing at Shanghai, China, and 
the same to conduct to a speedy hearing or trial and Judgment 

Giving and granting unto my said attorney, by these presents, my full and 
whole power and authority in and about the premises, to have, use, and take all 
lawful ways and means in my name generally all and every act or acts, thing or 
things, device or devices, in the law whatsoever needful and necessary to be 
done in and about the premises for me and in my name to do, execute, and 
perform as fully, largely, and amply to all intents and purposes as I myself 
might or could do if personally present, and attorneys one or more under him, 
for the purpose aforesaid to make and constitute, and again at pleasure to 
revoke; hereby ratifying, allowing, and holding for firm and effectual all and 
whatsoever my said attorney or his substitute or substitutes shall lawfully do 
In and about the premises by virtue hereof. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and seal this 18th day of 
January, A. D. 1904. 

A. J. BUBKE. 

Legation of the United States of Amebica, 

Peking, China, as: 
Before me, Henry P. Fletcher, second secretary of the legation of the United 
States of America, at Peking, China, personally came the above-named A. J. 
Burke, to me personally known, and acknowledged the foregoing power of attor- 
ney to be his act and deed. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of this 
legation this 18th day of January, A. D. 1904. 

Henbt p. Fletcheb, 
United States Second Secretary of Legation. 



Curtis^ 8 power of attorney to Representaiive Van Duser and A. R. MuUowny, 

(B45.) 

To all persons to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 

Whereas Antonius J. Burke, of St Paul, State of Minnesota, residing and 
practicing law in Tientsin, China, in and by a certain instrument of writing 
or power of attorney bearing date the 18th day of January, A. D. 1904, did 
make, constitute, and appoint George F. Curtis his true and lawful attorney, 
in law and in facf, as In and by the said power of attorney which Is hereunto 
annexed, relation being thereto had, appears: Now, know ye, that I, the said 
George F. Curtis, have made, appointed, and substituted, and by these presents, 
by virtue of the power and authority given to me by the said recited power of 
attorney, do hereby make, appoint, and substitute Hon. Clarence D. Van Duzer, 
United States Representative of the State of Nevada, and Alexander R. Mul- 
lowny, esq., of Washington City, D. C, to be the true and lawful attorneys of 
the said Antonius J. Burke, the constituent of the foregoing power of attorney 
named, to do, execute, and perform all such acts, deeds, matters, and things, 
as shall and may be requisite and necessary to be done and performed, for 
effecting the pun^wes and objects in the said power of attorney contained as 
fully and effectually in all respects and to all Intents and purposes as I myself 
might or could do. In virtue of the power and authority aforesaid If personally 
present, hereby ratifying and confirming all and wbtt^soever my substitutes may 
lawfully do by virtue hereof. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set may hand and seal this 18th day of 
January, A. D. 1904. 

[seal.] Geobge F. Cubtis. 

H. Doc. 665, 69-1 24 
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Legation of the United States of America, (B 46.) 

Peking, China, bb: 

Before me, Henry P. Fletcher, second secretary of the legation of the United 
States of America at Peking, China, personally came the above-named George F. 
Curtis, to me personally known, who in due form of law acknowledged the fore- 
going power of attorney to be his act and deed. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of this 
legation this 18th day of January, A. D. 1904. 

Henby p. FtjrrcHER, 
United StateB Second Secretary of Legation, 



Affidavit of OuHis in re S. P. Barchet. (B 66. ) 
In the court of the United States legation, P^ing, China, 190i. 

The United States ex rel. George F. Curtis, v, S. P. Barchet, acting consul- 
general of the United States at Shanghai, China. 

Docket No. — . Malfeasance in office. 

S. P. Barchet, acting consul-general of the United States at Shanghai, China, 
is charged by the undersigned with the crime of felony, to wit, malfeasance In 
office, committed as follows : 

That the said S. P. Barchet did on the 24th day of November, 1903, at 
Shanghai, China, while acting as consul-general of the United States, refuse the 
written request of the undersigned for certified copies of documents on file in 
the United States consulate, which documents the undersigned was entitled 
under the law to receive, and for which there was money in the hands of 
George A. Derby, the marshal and clerk of the Uniteil States consulate, and 
which the undersigned authorized the said Barchet to draw upon, and for which 
documents the undersigned tendered cash payment. 

The said written request was for a certified copy of the jiulgnient in the case 
of Nee Chang Mow & Co. v. Andrews & George, with other documents; that 
thereafter, on the 30th day of November, 1903, the case of Andrews & George v. 
Nee Chang Mow & Co. was heard in the Chinese mixed court at Shanghai, 
wherein it became necessary in the interest of said Nee Chang Mow & Co. to pro- 
duce the aforesaid certified copy of the judgment of Nee Chang Mow & Co. v, An- 
drews & George ; that by reason of the refusal of the said S. P. Barchet to give 
the said certified copy of said judgment the case was not officially decided, but was 
continued until said John Goodnow should return to Shanghai; that by reason 
of the said continuance of the case the said Nee Chang Mow & Co. was unable 
to secure execution of a judgment rendered in his favor against said firm of 
Andrews & George, which judgment was rendered In the United States con- 
sular, court in Shanghai on the 8th of January, 1903. The said Barchet 
stated as a reason for refusing to give said certified document was that he had 
been instructed by the said John Goodnow not to give said certified copy of said 
judgment of said Nee Chang Mow & Co. ; this contrary to the laws in such 
cases made and provided, and against the peace and dignity of the law-abiding 
residents of Shanghai, China. 

Geobge. F. Curtis. 
Legation of the United States of America, 

Peking, China, bs: 

George F. Curtis, being duly sworn, says that the facts set forth in the fore- 
going complaint are true to the best of his knowledge and belief. 

George F. Curtis. 

Sworn and subscribed to l>efore me this 18th day of January, A. D. 1904, 

Henry P. Fletcher, 
United States Second Secretary of Legation. 
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CktrtU to Minister Conger in re the return to him offSOO. (B 60. ) 

In the court of the United States legation at Peking, China, January 18, 1904. 

George F. Curtis, plaintiff, v. The United States consular court at Shanghai, 
China, John Goodnow, United States consul-general, acting Judicially, and 
George A. Derby, marshal of the United States and clerk of said court, de- 
fendants. 

Hon. E. H. CONOEB, E. B. & M. P., U. S/ A., 

Acting ju4iciaUy, 

Comes now the plaintiff in the above entitled action and gives this court to 
be informed and understand, first, that he is a citizen of Washington City, D. C, 
United States of America ; that on or about the 16th day of April, 1903, your 
petitioner filed in the United States consular court at Shanghai, China, a formal 
legal complaint in debt against one Camilla Rolker, which complaint was duly 
sworn to before A. H. White, United States deputy consul-general at Shanghai, 
China, and was filed of record in the archives of the United States consular 
court at Slianghai, China, praying judgment in the sum of $500 gold for serv- 
ices rendered and money advanced to the use and benefit of the said Camilla 
Rolker. 

Second. That your petitioner deposited with said defendants in said court 
the sum of $300 ; that thereafter, on or about the 18th day of April, 1903, your 
petitioner was called to the United States consulate-general at Shanghai, China, 
was ushered into the private office of the said John Goodnow, and behind closed 
doors, in the presence of said George A. Derby, the said John Goodnow forcibly 
thrust upon the person of your petitioner a check on the Yokohama Specie Bank, 
of Shanghai, China, for the sum of $300, and thereafter your petitioner was 
forced from the said office, across the hall way, through the clerk's office, and 
out into the street, and as he emerged through the door of the clerk's ofllce of 
the said consulate-general said George A. Derby, in the most profane language, 
and in a violent rage, destroyed the two copies of the complaint filed as afore- 
said in said civil suit for debt, and threw the said destroyed copies after your 
petitioner Into the street, and your petitioner was thereafter refused the right 
of an American citizen to sue In the United States consular court at Shanghai a 
fellow American citizen for debt, justly due and owing him for services rendered 
and money advanced. That thereafter your petitioner was compelled to pay 
the sum of $.300 blYickmail to the said Goodnow, or In lieu thereof to be prose- 
cuted on a malicious and false charge of an alleged embezzlement; that your 
petitioner being thus deprived of suing In the said consular court, and not wish- 
ing to injure his good name by being subjected to prosecution on a malicious 
and false charge of alleged embezzlement, and in order to avoid the said crimi- 
nal charge as aforesaid, gave the United States consul-general $300, and asked 
the United States consul-general for a receipt therefor, which the said United 
States consul-general refused to give. 

Wherefore your petitioner prays, first, that a rule be granted by this honor- 
able court to be served on the said United States consular court at Shanghai 
China, and upon the said John Goodnow, United States consul-general, and the 
said George A. Derby, United States marshal, commanding them to be and 
appear before this court, either in person or by an attorney of this court, at 
the earliest practical date, to show cause. If any they have, why a mandamus 
should not be awarded to the said consular court and to the said John Goodnow 
and George A. Derby, commanding them to reinstate the said complaint of your 
petitioner and to deal with your petitioner's complaint according to the law in 
such cases made and provided. 

Second. That the said United States consular court and the said John Good- 
now and George A. Derby return to your petitioner the sum of $300 thus 
obtained from him under duress. 

Your petitioner also prays this honorable court he may have the costs of this 
action and such other and further relief as to your honorable court may seem 
meet and just. 

George F. Curtis. 

I have read the foregoing petition by me subscribed, and the facts therein 
stated are true to the best of information and belief. 

George F. Curtis. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 18th day of January, 1904. 

United Statea, SeccmA Becre\aT«u ot Y»^^^^v»«^^ 
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Curtis accuses Denby of perjury in the Nee Chang Mow case, (B 66'. ) 
In the court of the United States legation at Pelting, China. 

George A. Derby, an American citizen, in the employ of the United States 
consulate at Shanghai, China, in the capacity of the crier of the United States 
consular agent at Shanghai, China ; also in the capacity of marshal of said court, 
and also as the clerk of said court : and also as the land agent of said consulate, 
is accused by the undersigned of the crime of felony, to wit, perjury committed 
in the United States consular court at Shanghai, China, on the 25th day of 
November, 1902, as follows : 

There was then and there, to wit, on the said 25th day of November, A. D. 
1902, in the said United States consular court at Shanghai, China, pending and 
on trial a certain action and proceeding wherein Nee Chang Mow & Co. were 
plaintiffs and Andrews & George were defendants. And said court, as afore- 
said, having competent Jurisdiction to hear, decide, and determine said trial, 
action, and proceeding according to the law of the United States, and was then 
and there fully empowered to administer the law in said trial, action, and pro- 
ceeding ; that it then and there became and was material to know on said trial, 
action, and proceeding whether or not the said firm of Andrews & €^rge had 
a legal set-off or counterclaim against the said firm of Nee Chang Mow & Co., 
and said George A. Derby, the defendant, was then and there duly called as a 
witness on said trial, action, and proceeding, for and on behalf of the said 
firm of Andrews & George ; that thereupon one John Goodnow, a duly appointed 
and qualified consul-general of the United States at Shanghai, China, acting 
judicially, as Judge of the said court in said cause of action, and an officer 
authorized by law to administer oaths and to administer an oath to the said 
George A. Derby, did then and there, on said 2.jth day of November, A. D. 1902, 
at Shanghai, China, administer an oath in due form of law to said Gteorge 
A. Derby, defendant, and said defendant did then and there, to wit, at Shanghai, 
China, and in the trial, action, and proceeding entitled " Nee Chang Mow & Co. 
t?. H. W. Andrews and E. W. George, doing business under the firm name of 
Andrews & George, and against H. W. Andrews and E. W. George, individually 
and jointly." wilfully, knowingly, corruptly, falsely, and feloniously, swear, 
take oath, say, and give in evidence, among other things, in substance as follows : 

Tliat Nee Cliang Mow & Co. did owe the firm of Andrews & George the sum 
of 2,002.20 taels as a counter claim. 

Whereas, in truth and in fact, as he. the said George A. Derby, defendant, then 
and tliere well knew that the firm of Nee Chang Mow & Co. did not owe the 
firm of Andrews & George the sum of 2,062.20 taels, or any other sum whatever, 
as a counter claim or otlierwise. 

Whereby he, the said George A. Derby, defendant, did then and there as 
afort»said. feloniously, wilfully, knowingly, anTl corruptly swear falsely and 
feloniously commit wilful perjury, contrary to section 5392, United States 
Revised Statutes, in such cases made and provided, and against the peace and 
dignity of the law-alndlng citizens of the foreign settlement of Shanghai, China. 

George F. Curtis. 

Sworn and sul>scril)ed to at Peking, China, before me, this 8th day of Janu- 
ary, A. 1). IIMM. 

[seal.] Henry P. Fi^etcheb, 

Second Secretary of the Legation of 

the United States of America. 

General affidavit of George P. Curti'< about Goodnou^s misdeeds. (B 60.) 

Ill tlie Supremo Court of tlie District of Columbia, Washington, D. C. 

Geokgk F. Curtis, the affiant, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 
1. 'I'liat tlie artiant was duly admitted to practice law in all the courts of 
record of the State of New York, on motion of the Hon. .Joseph II. Choate, pres- 
ent ambassador to tlie court of St. .James, Ix>ndon, made before the ap[>elate 
division of tlie supreme court on the 7th day of January, 1808; and that the 
affiant was duly admitted to practice law before the Supreme Court of the 
United States on motion of the Hon. Augustus II. Garland, ej(-United States 
Attorney-General. 
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2. That the affiant began the practice of law In Shanghai, China, on or about 
the 15th day of September, 1902. That the affiant was invited to dinner by John 
Ooodnow, United States consul-general, at the United States consulate general 
about one week after affiant began the practice of law in Shanghai as aforesaid, 
and that the affiant accepted the said Inyitatlon and went to the said din- 
ner, and while at the said consulate-general the said John Goodnow did 
say that Mr. Burke, the attorney for George Warren, was a disreputable 
attorney and was, in his opinion, liTing under an assumed name, and that he 
was not an attorney, but was supposed to have stolen some one's certificate 
of admission to the bar. On the day following said dinner, while affiant was 
acting as an arbitrator between the said Mr. Burke and the said George Warren, 
who had brought a criminal charge of felony embezzlement for an alleged 
civil debt owing the said Warren by the said Burke, the affiant being selected 
as arbitrator at the suggestion of the said Goodnow as affiant is informed and 
believes, the said Goodnow asked Mr. Curtis, thfe affiant, to visit the private 

^apartments of the said Gk)odnow on the second floor of the said consulate-g^i- 
eral, and there and then asked the affiant to force the said Burke to surrender 
a power of attorney given him by Warren to prosecute a claim against the 
Imperial Chinese Government for alleged damages in the sum of $103,800 gold, 
due to and arising out of the Boxer outbreak in 1900, in which the said Burke, 
Goodnow informed affiant, had a one-third' interest ; and that he (Goodnow) 
was very anxious that Burke surrender this document Goodnow also said. 
" You tell Burke if he does not surrender that power of attorney I will not let 
the charge of embezzlement drop." 

3. The affiant further states that, believing the statements made by the United 
States consul-general, Goodnow, to be true, and having heard the same state- 

. ments made by United States Marshal, George A. Derby, and United States 
Deputy Consul-General, A. H. White, and acting as the affiant then believed in 
the interest of justice, the affiant did communicate the said threats made by the 
said Goodnow to the said Burke, and that the said Burke, after hearing the 
said threats, replied : " The charge of embezzlement is false and is a malicious 
conspiracy on the part of Goodnow, Derby, and White, and Warren has been 
forced to consent to same to rob me and deprive me of my property and to divide 
the same between themselves; but to protect my good name I will surrender 
the" contract I made with Warren," or words to that effect That thereafter the 
said Burke did surrender the said power of attorney. 

4. The affiant further states that upon hearing all the evidence as arbitrator 
in the alleged embezzlement charge, the affiant found that the said charges 
were absolutely groundless, and so stated at the hearing of the case. 

5. The affiant further states that on or about the 10th day of November, 1902, 
the affiant, at the Central Hotel, Shanghai, was approached by the said Burke, 
who took affiant to task for his arbitration decision, using discourteous words. 

. About three days later the affiant, on a professional visit to the United States 
consulate-general, the affiant related this incident to the said A. H. White, who 
there and then urged the affiant to induce the manager of the hotel, A. H. Camp- 
bell, to institute a misdemeanor charge of disturbing the peace against said 
Burke. The affiant further states that the said George A. Derby afterwards also 
urged the affiant to secure the said charges to be brought, stating in effect that 
no greater service could be rendered the United States consulate ; and that said 
Goodnow was just waiting such a chance to crush Burke, at the same time using 
the most profane language. 

The affiant further states that, carrying out said Goodnow's wishes thus ex- 
pressed by White and Derby, the affiant did call upon the said Mr. Campbell 
and did induce the said Mr. Campbell to prosecute the said misdemeanor charge 
of disturbing the peace, which charge was duly drawn by the affiant and signed 
by an employee of the said Campbell. That thereafter the affiant is informed 
and believed that the said Burke started for Peking to lay the case of the said 
Gfoodnow's persecutions before the American minister; that on his way to 
Peking he was taken sick in Tientsin, was in the hospital for months, and that 
his life was despaired of; that during his absence from Shanghai the said 
Goodnow, unlawfully, under the color of his office, entered the said Burke's 
offices, took from the said Burke his law books, private letter-press books, pri- 
vate correspondence, and all his private property, the safe containing the sum of 
about $580, and without any civil case being filed against the said Burke, and 
without any judgment being entered against him, without due process of law, 
and without any attachment being issued by suit or otherwise, the said property 
was unlawfully taken by the said Goodnow, under colo^ ^1 \sN5^ ^^s^^^^ '^^^ 
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alleged to have been sold at auction, and converted the same to his own use as 
affiant is informed and believes. 

6. Affiant further states that thereafter he met M. F. Dzionk, a land broker 
and a subject of Germany, residing in Shanghai, and that the said Dzionk 
exhibited to the affiant certain docim[ients in a land case in the handwriting of 
the said Goodnow and Derby, and one R. F. Hazelton, which convinced the 
affiant beyond the question of a doubt that the said Goodnow and the said 
Derby had sought the services of the said Burke In said case. That the said 
Goodnow and Derby and Hazelton had deliberately, wilfully, and feloniously 
embezzled certain moneys of the said Burke and swindled the said M. F. 
Dzionk out of property valued, as affiant is informed and believes, at $72,000 
gold. The affiant further states that the said Goodnow and Derby knowing 
that the said Burke had a knowledge that the said Goodnow and Derby and 
Hazelton had swindled the said Dzionk, and that the said Burke had dckni- 
ments in his possession which, if placed before the President of the United 
States and a criminal proceeding instituted thereon, would send the said' 
Goodnow and Derby to the Federal penitentiary, were anxious to get the said 
Burke out of Shanghai, and to so blacken his character as to wholly dis- 
credit him. The affiant is informed and believes that the said Goodnow had 
used affiant as a tool, without affiant's knowledge, for the purpose of securing 
the return of the aforesaid power of attorney which gave the said Burke a 
one-third interest in the said $103,800, and that the said Goodnow was per- 
sonally interested to secure the return of the said power of attorney in order 
that he might share a part of the said claim that might be awarded to said 
Warren. 

7. The affiant further states^ that he is informed and believes that the 
said Goodnow attempted upon his arrival at Shanghai, to discredit Hon. T. R. 
Jemigan, ex-consul-general of the United States at Shanghai, and that the 
said Jernigan, upon becoming aware of this fact, deliberately chastised the 
said Goodnow in the Shanghai club, and that the said Jernigan had the sym- 
pathy of a majority of the members of the said club for so doing; that after 
chastising the said Goodnow the said Jernigan informed the said €k>odnow 
that he asked for no quarters and would give none, and that if the said 
Goodnow made any attempts to retaliate he would kill the said Goodnow on 
the spot. 

8. The affiant further states that after a careful study of Goodnow's methods 
of conducting the office of consul-general and acting Judge of the United States 
consular court, the affiant has come to the conclusion that the said Gopdnow is 
a grafter, a bribe taker, and a blackmailer of the worst kind, and only equaled 
by his former associates, ex-Mayor Ames, of Minneapolis, his brother, Ck)l. Fred. 
W. Ames, boodlers, Norbeck, King, and others, who are now serving terms In the 
penitentiary of Minnesota. The affiant states that the said Goodnow as Judge 
has issued fraudulent Judgments, has named as assessors men whose names 
were not on the list of assessors, named them arbitrarily without drawing them 
in open court according to law, and that the said Goodnow deliberately declined 
to permit the said assessors fraudulently so named to be examined on their voir 
dire. That the whole career of John Goodnow as Judge of the United States 
consular court at Shanghai is saturated with the most crooked and questionable 
work, and that the mainspring of the said Goodnow's power in Shanghai, aside 
from the fact that he is the United States consul-general and Judge, is the fact 
that he persecutes. Intimidates, and threatens with false criminal accusations the 
good name of any American citizen who dares to refuse to do his will or who 
dares to assert his rights of American citizenship. 

9. Affiant further states tliat the said GtxKlnow attempted to deal with the 
affiant In the same manner as he had done with the said Burke. That he did 
blackmail the affiant; that he did threaten criminal prosecutions; that he did 
delll)erately destroy public documents, to wit, a complaint which had been filed 
and docketed In the United States consular court at Shanghai, and did deny the 
rights of American citizenship to the affiant, to wit, the right to sue in said 
court to prevent a blackmailing demand, and because of preventing the affiant 
from so sueing, and because of destroying public records, to wit, the complaints 
of the affiant, affiant was compelled in order to avoid a criminal prosecution to 
pay the sum of $.300 to the said Goodnow, which the affiant did by check, of 
which the said Goodnow declined to acknowledge receipt. 

George F. C otitis. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 18th day of January, 1904. 
[seal.] Henbt p. Fuetgheb. 

United States Second Seoretarv of Legation. 
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Exhibit I. 

FRANK REID ESTATE. 

Consular Servics, United States of America, 

Shanghai^ January jp^, 190S. 
John P. Roberts, Esq., Shangfuii, 

Dear Sir: Herewith corrected bill of fees in probate will, Frank Reid. 

As there was no contest or other heirs, I did not hold a formal hearing in court 
and Mr. Derby should not have put in that official fee. No papers were issued 
beyond those necessary for a formal, legal probate, so that the real estate could be 
transferred. 

My unofficial fees are $20. I do not know Mrs. Reid's circumstances. If she 
needs them I am willing to donate these fees to her, she being a widow. I will be 
glad if you will post me in this matter. 

If there is anythinff about the bill you do not understand I will be glad to have 
you see me, and I will explain it to you by the book. 

Very truly, John Gtoodnow. 

Please note that she was saved attorney fees in the matter. 



Shanghai, , 190—. 

Estate of Frank Reid, deceased, to the United States court for the consular district of 

Shanghai, Dr. 

To docket case $3.00 

To filing will & certificate of death 50 

To petition for probate v. & f 4. 26 

To order directing notice 4. 26 

To notice to subscribing witnesses 4. 00 

To depositions of subwitnesses 8. 26 

To oath of clerk 4.26 

To certificate of proof & facts found 4. 26 

To order admitting to probate 4. 26 

To oath of ex 4.26 

To letters testamentary 4. 26 

To hearing fee, $15; court attendance, $3, & crier $1 19. 00 

To petition for final dis 4. 25 

To order for f. d 4.26 

To final discharge 4. 25 

To affidavit of clerk f. d 4.25 

To final a/o, making, verifying, & filing 4. 26 

85.76 
$85.75 gold @ 415 = Mex. $190.85. 
Received payment 

(Signed) Geo. A. Derby. 



Shanghai, 23/1, 1903. 
E^ate of Frank Reid, deceased, to the United States Court for the consular district of 

Shanghai, Dr, 

To docket case $3.00 

To filing will and certificate of death .50 

To petition for probate, v. &i 4. 25 

To order directing notice 2. 25 

To notice to subscribing witnesses 4. 00 

To deposition of sub. witnesses, v. & f 8. 26 

To oath of clerk, v. & f 4.25 

To certificate of proof of will & facts found 4. 25 

To order admitting to probate 2.25 

To oath of executor, v. &f ^^*tt* 
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To letters testamentary, v. & f $2. 25 

To petition for final discharge 4. 25 

To order for F. D 2.25 

To final discharge 2.25 

To aflidavit of clerk 4.25 

To filing final a/c 25 

Gold 52.75 

$52,75 gold® 392 = Mex $134.00 

Received payment. 

Gbo. a. Dsrby. 
Approved, Jan. 23/03. 

John (toodnow, C. G. 



Shanghai, JaMtary SSy 190S. 
Dear Mr. Goodnow: I thank you for the reduction made in Mrs. Reid's bill, for 
your explanation relative to the overchar]^, and for your offer, if needed, to donate 
your unoflScial fee for her benefit. I thmk that unnecessary and that the bill as 
rendered will be satisfactory. 

I am, dear sir, yours, faithfully, John P. Robrkts. 



ExHiBrr E. 

Shanghai, , 190-. 

EkUUc of Frank Reid, deceased, to the U. S. Court for the consular district qf Shanghai^ Dr. 

To docket case $3.00 

filinj^ will and certificate of death .50 

petition for probate 4. 25 

order directmg notice 4. 25 

notice to subscribing witnesses 4. 00 

depositions of subwitnesses 8. 25 

oath of clerk 4. 25 

certificate of proof and facts found 4. 25 

order a<imitting to probate ."^ 4. 25 

oaths of exe 4. 25 

letters testamentary 4. 25 

hearing fee, court attendance, and crier 19. 00 

petition for final dis 4. 25 

order for F. I) 4.25 

order for final discharge 4. 25 

final discharge 4. 25 

aflSdavit of clerk F. D 4.25 

final a/o making, verifying, and filing 4. 25 

85.75 
$85.75 gold at 415=Mex., $190.95. 
Received payment. 

(Sgd) Gko. A. Derby. 

Memorandum (sgd) J. P. li. 

Mrs. Reid: The above original bill, 141.87 taels ($190.95), for which I drew a 
cheque 22/1/03; afterwards cancelled. 1 protested to Mr. Goodnow bv letter Janu- 
ary 22, 1903, and Derby's bill was cut down to 100.50 taels; paid by cheque 25/1/03. 
Corrected bill for 100.50 taels, $134. 

I acted for Mrs. Reid in this matter and paid the above account for her. I hereby 
certify the above statement to be a correct copy of the statement of account pre- 
sented by G. A. Derby, of the consulate, and which, after written protest to Mr. 
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Goodnow, was cut down to $134 Mexican, which amount I paid, though I considered 
it extortionate. 

John P. Robbbts. 
Shanqhai, May i^l, 1904. 



ExHiBrr 2. 

EA8TLACK ESTATE. 

Hongkong, August P, 1904* 
Hon. H. H. D. Peircb, 

Third Asti^ant Secretary of StaUy Washingtoriy D, C. 
Dbab Mb. Pbibce: I have just reached here and shall commence the investigation 
intrusted to me as soon as I can. 
Just hefore leaving Shanghai for this port Capt. John P. Roberts, from whom I 

fot certain papers re charges made in probate matters at the consulate-general in 
hanshai, sent me the inclosed documents with the request that I forward them to the 
State Department I take the liberty of forwarding them to you privately with a 
few observations of my own. 

The consul-general at Shanghai, because he is a salaried officer, *' shall not charge 
any fee in a judicial proceeding appertaining to probate matter.'' The r^ulations, 
as you know, are clear and the language used very positive. When a will has been 
presented for probate the consul-general must hear all the evidence and pass upon 
it, but he is not allowed to charee anything. There are certain fees provided for the 
clerk which may be charged and no others. The regulations which allows a charge 
of |5 when the ** amounts in question'' is not more than $500 and a charge of $15 
when over $500 restricts such charges to "cases and estates," which to my mind 
would seem to mean that there must be an issue with regard to the estate as in any 
other case. It seems clear that in all probate matters no char^ can be made by a 
salaried consul or consul-general. You will pardon me for makmg these unsolicited 
comments. 

As soon as I can get all the facts here re Richardson case I shall go to Canton. I 
am afraid I may not see the viceroy, as he is at present in the province of Kuang si, 
and it is uncertain when he will return to Canton. I shall see, however, his right- 
hand man, who will no doubt give me all the data I require. 

Very respectfully, yours, F. D. Cheshibe. 



Shanghai, August S, 1904* 
Dbab Chebhibe: Referring to my letter to you of May 25 relative to United States 
consular court fees for probate of the will of the late Frank Reid and incidents con- 
nected therewith, I now inclose a more perfect set of documents concerning that 
matter, and also the bills and correspondence connected with the probate of the late 
R. F. Eastlack's will, of which I am administrator by appK)intment, owing to the 
executor named in the will having left China and my having been Mr. fkistlack's 
oldest friend here. I also inclose an abstract of the fees charged in the four bills 
rendered, which shows at a glance their many discrepancies, for, with the exception 
of appointing an executor for Mr. Eastlack's estate, the two cases are identical, as 
the wills were not disputed, and there were no proceedings in court, so that the costs 
in both cases should have been nearly the same, and in the opinion of myself and 
others very much less than has been charged and paid. I shall feel greatly obliged 
by your forwarding the documents to the proper officials in Washington. . 
Yours, faithfully, 

John P. Robkbtb, 
Executor of the R. F, EaOlack EstaU, 
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Chmparigon of fees for the probate of two wills as rendered by the United Slates consviaJU at 

Shanghai. 



Charged). 



R. F. EasUack'fl 




Docket case 

Filing will <& cert, of death 
Petition for probate . . 
Order directing notice 
Notice to subscribing witnesses 

Notice to 2 newspapers 

Depositions of sub. witnesses 

Oath of clerk 

Copy of will 

Cert, of proof ^ facts found 
Order admitting to probate 

Oath of ex , 

Letters testamentary . 

Hearing fee 

Court attendance 
Crier 



Seal to letters admis 
Petition for final dischai^e 
Order for final dischai^e 

Final discharge 

Affidavit of clerk; final dischai^e 
Final acct., making, verifying, and filing 



Gold . 
Hex.. 



The above is a correct abstract from the bills rendered. 

The amount charged and paid of the amended bill for probate of Frank Raid's 
will, $134, is $16 overcharged, at the average rate of exchange of the other bills. 

John P. Roberts, 
Executor of the EdsUack Estate. 
Shanghai, Axigmt 3, 1904. 



Shanghai, Juhf 18y 1904. 
John Goodnow, esq., 

Uniti'd States Consul- General^ Shanghai. 
Dear Sir: A few days ago I received from the United States consulate a bill for 
$26.25 gold, of which the inclosed is a copy. It has no date and is not signed 
officially. 

In the Regulations for the Onsular Courts of the United States of America in 
China I find as follows, viz: 

Fees in consular court: All cases and estates over $600 $15. 00 

The consul when a salaried officer (drawing fixed compensation) shall not be 
allowed any fees in anv judicial proceeding whatsoever appertaining to probate 
matters and decided by him in a consular court. 

The clerk shall receive the following fees: 

For preparing and administering the oath to an executor, administrator, 

or guardian $1. 00 

For issuing and recording letters of administration 1 . 00 

For docket fee$l, for filing papers $0.75 1.75 

For seal to letters of administration 1. 00 

If the regulations <iuoted are in force, the bill in question is not only informal, 
but apparently is excessive, and must have been rendered without your knowledge. 
Will you kindly inquire into the matter, and rectify the bill if found to be in 
error. I am, dear sir. 

Yours, faithfully, John P. Roberts, 

Executor of the estate of the late R. F. EasUack. 
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Shanghai, , 190—. 

Ettate of R. F. EasUackj deceased, to the United States court Jor the consular district of 

Shanghaiy Dr. 

Docket case $3.00 

Filing will and certificate of death 50 

Petition for probate v. and f 4. 26 

Order directing notice 2. 25 

Affidavit of clerk 2.25 

Deposition of subwitnees 4. 25 

Copy of will 75 

Order administrator to probate v. and f 2. 25 

Certificate of proof of will v. and f 2. 25 

Oath of administrator 2. 25 

Letters of administration 2. 25 



26.25 



@220=Mex.. 57.75 
Mex.. 57.75 
Received payment. 

Geo. A. Derby. 



Consular Service, United States of America, 

Shanghai, July £1, 1904- 
Dear Captain Roberts: I thank you verv much for returning the bill for fees in 
the Eastlack estate to me. It was very carelessly drawn up and apparently with the 
desire to save the estate money. It would have been hard on me personally, as I 
would have been charged with the official government fee, whicn was omitted. 
I hand you herewith a proper bill receipted by me, for $96.33 Mexican, for which 
please send me check. 

Very truly, John Goodnow, 

Constd- General United Staler of America and Judge. 
J. P. Roberts, EsOm 

Administrator Estate R. F. Eastlack , Shanghai. 



Shanghai, July SI, 1904- 

Estate of R. F. Eastlack, deceased, to the United States court for the consular district of 

Shanghai, Dr. 

U. 8. gold. 

Docket case $1. 00 

Filing cert, of death»*and will** 50 

Petition for probate, drawing,* verifying,* & filing ** 4. 25 

Order directing notice of hearing & filed 2. 25 

Notice to 2 newspapers, preparing & sending 50 

Notice to witnesses, issue, serve, & return. . f. 1. 00 

Affidavit of clerk 2.25 

Deposition subscribing witness, p.* v.* f.** 4. 25 

Copy of will 75 

Hearingfee (Govt.) 15.00 

Court attendance, marshal 3. 00 

Order admitting to probate & filed 2.25 

Cert, of proof of will & filed 2.25 

Letters of administration ^ 1. 00 

Oath of administration 1.00 

Seal to letters of administration 1. 00 

Total to date 42.25 

( Govt, rate, .438. ) Mex . . 96. 33 

Received payment. 

John GoOdnow, 
Consul-General, United States of America., awi X\j.d5^^, 
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Shanghai, July 21, 1904» 
Dear Mr. Goodnow: I am in receipt of your favor of this date incloeing an 
amended bill of consular court fees for probate of the will of the late Rofi^ F. 
Eastlack, amounting to $96.33 Mexican, for which I send you herewith a cheque. 
It appears from your letter and the bill rendered that in my letter to you of the 18th 
instant I misconstrued '*the Ref<ulations for the Consular Courts of the United 
States of America in China '^ as printed, or that they have been altered. 
Yours, faithfully, 

John P. Robbbtb, 
Executor of the R, F, EatUack EtiaU, 



Shanghai, January ff, 190S. 
John Goodnow, Esq., 

U. 8. Consul-General^ Shanghai. . 
Dear Sir: At the request of Mrs. Frank Reid, now resident in Tientsin, I called at 
the United States consulate yesterday to pay the fees for probate of her husbuid's 
will and obtained from Mr. Derby a detailed statement of same, which appears to 
me so extraordinary in its charges and presentment that I inclose it for your inspec- 
tion, and respectfully request tnat, if in order, you will verify its correctness^ or, if 
otherwise, that you will nave it rectified. As I understand the matter, the will was 
not contested; there was no case in court, and apparently no necessity for transac- 
tions connected therewith requirine the payment of nineteen fees. It also seems to 
me that the bill, which I inclose, should have had an official signature. I am, dear 
sir. 

Yours, faithfully, John P. Robbrtb. 



Exhibit 4. 

FINKEIi§TIEN PASSPORT CASE. 

No. 1294.] Legation of the United States of America, 

Peking, China, May U, 1903. 
The Hon. John Hay, 

Secretary of State t Washington, D. C. 
Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith passport No. 552, issued by me to one 
Aron Finkelstien, and afterwards taken up on the ground that it was procured by 
fraud and perjury, and that he was not an American citizen. Copy of his applica- 
tion was transmitted in my last account ofpassports. 

In June, 1901, he was registered at the French consulate in Tientsin, representing 
himself to be a Turkish subject, having been bom in Constantinople in 1870. 

1 inclose a copy and translation of the record made at the French consulate, and 
correspondence with Consul-General Giiodnow and Consul Fowler, which give very 
fully tne history of the case. 

I have the honor to be, sir, vour obedient servant, 

E. H. Conger. 

Jiiclomire>i. 

1. Mr. Fowler to Mr. Conger, April 9, 1903, with inclosures. 

2. Mr. Conger to Mr. Fouier, April 13, 1903. 

3. Mr. Fowier to Mr. Conger, April 15, 1903. 

4. Mr. Conger to Mr. Goodnow, April 18, 1903. 

5. Mr. Fowler to Mr. Conger, Apnl 18, 1903. 

6. Mr. (ioodnow to Mr. Conger, April 28, 1903. 

7. Mr. Conger to Mr. Goodnow, May 14, 1903. 

8. Copy and translation of registration at French consulate. 
Passport No. 552. 
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[Incisure No. 1 in dispatch No. 1294.] 

Mr, Fowler to Mr, Conger. 

No. 538.] Consulate of the United States, 

ChefoOf April 9, 190S, 
Hon. £. H. Conger, 

United States Minister , Peking. 

Sir: I have the hoi\or to inclose herewith copy of my telegram to you of April 7> 
informing you that I am satisfied that passport No. 552, issued by you on an applica- 
tion from Shanghai, was obtained by fraud. Up to this no reply instructing me to 
hold this passport pending investigation, as requested, has been received (No. 1). 

About ten days ago two men came here, one of whom I knew to be a most disrep- 
utable wretch. As I was busy, I asked Mr. Emery to see what they wanted. He 
came to me and said that '* he wants protection as an 'American.' " I said, ** What 
is his name?" (supposing he meant the stranger) to which he replied, ''Mr. Finkel- 
stien." I said, ''I Know that man's name, but what is the name of the American?" 
I was completely taken back when told "Finkelstien." I said, ** Nonsense; he is a 
Turkish Jew." So I then saw Finkelstien myself. He told me that he had been 
to Shanghai and had got a passport at the consulate-seneral from Mr. Goodnow. I 
looked at him sharply to see if he was telling the trum; however, he said, '*! am an 
American subject, and I expect a passport. I asked Mr. Goodnow to send it to you, 
Mr. Fowler." I could not believe him. About the first of this month he showed 
me an unsigned telegram from Shanghai stating, '* Passport mailed, letter follows;" 
and asked me to let him know when it came. On Saturday afternoon, April 4, he 
came in here and presented your passport, No. 552, issued March 23 to Aaron Finkel- 
stien (it having been sent to him direct). I said, *' Well, if you are entitled to this 
passport I must recognize you as an American, but, before I do so, I must be satis- 
ned that you have a right to this passport." I inclose copy of the memorandum 
taken at tne time (No. 2). 

While this alone is conclusive proof to my mind of fraud, it does not adequately 
represent the conversation. To my query, oft repeated, ** What are you? " he woula 
say, *' I am a Jew." He could not tell how to get to Philadelphia or out of it, where 
it was, or what State it was in, nor could he describe a single thing. At this inter- 
view he was accompanied by a woman who is not married to him, yet is known as 
his wife. She is a Russian Jewess and has lived in Port Arthur. She is as low a 
woman as one can conceive, but she is sharp and she is the brains of the gang. 
There was also another man, by name of Teiifenburg, and the woman's little gin, 
so it was difilcult to get at the truth. The w^oman and Finkelstien asked me to get 
them married. She holds a passport. No. 29, issued July 30, 1900, by Pelham War- 
ren, H. B. M., acting consul-general, Shanghai, to Mrs. Bensinhon (?) nearly three 
years ago. 

Inclosure No. 3 is the sworn statement of Royal J. Spear, acting marshal of this 
consulate, from which you will learn that Finkelstien had offered $2,000 for an 
American passport. 

Inclosure No. 4 is copy of a letter from the French vice-consul here, from which 
you will learn that he was under French protection an<i held his French passport 
until after he had {^ot yours. 

Inclosure No. 5 is a true copy of his French passport. No. 5 (kindly loaned to me 
by Mr. Pila), issued by F. Pila, vice-consul for France at this port, on the 26th of 
November, 1902, upon one from the French consulate at Tientsin, dated November 
18, 1901, referred to by Mr. Pila, by which you will see that Finkelstien is a subject 
of the Ottoman Empire, bom in Constantinople. 

Inclosure No. 6 is copy of a letter from the Chinese owner of the Mascot Hotel, 
dated December 16, 1902, informing him that the native authorities wanted him to 
leave. 

About a year ago this man came to me in connection with his house as I am senior 
consul. I referr^ him to his consul. When he was turned out of the Mascot Hotel 
(which was a gambling den and resort for the vilest creatures en route to and from 
Port Arthur, and a constant source of complaint because of the vileness of its patrons, 
its brawls, and gambling, against which practically every consul has appealed to the 
taotai) the woman came to me sobbing, and appealed to me as *' senior consul " to 
help her husband, Finkelstien. I told her I haa no more right than any other con- 
sul, I got no new rights as senior consul, and I was glad the crib was closed. From 
time to time I have received appeals against this place as '* senior consul," but I did 
not directly interfere except to stop the roulette table, which was owned by an 
American gambler from Manila, by which the clerks here were nightly robbed. 
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It became necessary after the French vice-consul refused to protect his hotel for 
him to get under some nationality — he went to Shanghai in Marcb and succeeded in 
getting your passport He states that one of his witnesses is a man nwoed Sterling, 
the other he does not know. Sterling, I am told, keeps a low-class gvQgfsbop in 
Shanghai. How any one could be deceived by this man Finkelstien is a mystery. 
His English is very bad, his knowledge of the united States is absolutely nil. I aa 
confident that he was never in the United States, and that this man Sterlins: and 
the other, unknown, committed perjury if they swore they knew Aron Finkelstein 
in Philadelphia. 

I will stake my reputation that he never was an American citizen. 

It is not necessary for me to compare his statements to show that they do not 
agree. 

I have the passport; when he presented it I told him I should have to keep 
it for a few days. On his stating Monday last that he waa going "home," I tele- 
graphed you, for I wanted your authority to hold the passport a^inst his demands 
should he make them. I have been very careful not to excite his suspicions, 
because I did not want him and his gang to cover up their tracks before I sent this 
to you. 

Finkelstein is known as a man who lives on the proceeds of women of ill fame and 
his clientele is of the lowest. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

John Fowler, ConstU, 
IncUmires, 

No. 1. Telegram to minister, dated April 7, 1903. 

No. 2. Memorandum (containing FiuKelstien's deposition). 

No. 3. Sworn statement of Mr. Spear. 

No. 4. French consurs letter of April 7, 1903. 

No. 5. Copy of French passport. 

No. 6. Letter of Finkelstien from Chinese manager of hotel. 



[Inclosure No. 1 in No, 538.] 

Govt. CoN(jer, Peking: 

Satisfied passport 552 issued by vou on application from Shanghai obtained by 
fraud; don't believe holder ever in "Philadelphia or America. Ascertain his record 
French consulate, Tientsin, and wire instructmg me hold same pending investigation. 

Fowler. 

Chkfoo, April 7, WOS. 



[Inclosure No. 2 in No. 538.] 

Chefoo, April 4, 1903. 

Deposition of Aron Finkelstien. 

I was born in Philadelphia, 350 Market street, in 1871. I am 32 years of age. My 
father is living in Philadelphia; he has a carpenter's store there, on No. iiW Market 
street, Philadelphia. I left Philadelphia two years ago. I lived twenty-nine years 
in Philadelphia. I lived all mv life, practically, in America. From Philadelphia I 
went to New York, thence to I fain burg per Fdrni Bismarck. From Hamburg I went 
to Port Said, where 1 lived all around that vicinity. 1 lived about one year in Tur- 
kish territory. From Port Said I went to Singapore, then to Manila. 1 was a few 
days at Singapore, two months at Manila. I came to China about a year ago— Shang- 
hai to Tientsin; from there to Chefoo. I have known Mrs. Bensinhon about six 
vears ago in Philadelphia. We left Philadelphia together. Mr. Tiefenberg I met in 
Shanghai. 

Why did you claim French protection? When we arrives at Port Said, every pas- 
senger was required to obtain a "permit" (?), which I used as a passport in the Boxer 
trouble. 

Mr. Sterling was one of the witnesses at the consulate-general certifying that he 
knew me in Philadelphia. There was also another witness, whose name I forget 
Mr. Sterling swore before Mr. Goodnow and Mr. White that he knew me in Phila- 
delphia. He told Mr. Goodnow that he knew all my family in Philadelphia, includ- 
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ing my sister (married), living in New Haven, who is a music master. His name is 
Vonoroff (?). 

I was only five or six days in Singapore, about a year ago. I was in Manila one 
month about a year ago. I was never in Nagasaki. I never voted in Philadelphia. 
My occupation was a turner. 

Where is Philadelphia? I can not explain it geographically. It is a l&rjge place. 
I can not explain what the streets are like, as I do not know enough English to do 
so. I learnt my English since I have been in the East 

What is the name of the country you were born in? Philadelphia. 

What country is Philadelphia in? * * * I went from Pnilailelphia to New 
York. New York is America. The President at my time was Mr. McKinley. He 
lived in New York. It took me three days by train from Philadelphia to New York. 

How far is Philadelphia from the water? I can't tell you. 

What is the principal business in Philadelphia? Peddling. I can't tell you where 
Philadelphia is. I only know that my father is in Amenca. I did not know the 
other witness who app^eared at the consulate-general, but he knew me. I knew Mr. 
Sterling in Philadelphia, and met him in Manila about a year ago. 

Aron FlNKSLSnSN. 

Subscribed and sworn to l)efore me this 4th day of April, 1903. 

John Fowler, Unite(f States Consul. 

A true copy. 

H. A. J. Emery. 



[Inclosure No. 3 in No. 538.] 

Last year, in August or September, while at the Hotel Mascot, Mr. Finkelstein, 
the manager, who informed me that he was a French subject or at Jeast protected by 
the French consul, and wishing to become an American citizen or be protected by 
the American Government, asked me if I could inform him of any way he could 
bei*ome an American citizen or obtain an American passport. I asked him if he 
(Mr. Finkelstein) was born in America; also whether he had resided there the time 
prescribed by law and had obtained naturalization certificate. He replied he was 
not bom there nor had he ever been there, but that he could get parties to swear 
that he was born there. I informed him I thought it impossible for him to procure 
an American passport or become an American citizen on those grounds. Nothing 
more was said regarding the affair until I was appointed marshal of the United States 
consulate at Chefoo, when Mr. Finkelstein again asked me how he might become a 
citizen of the United States, saying he had had certain trouble with the taotai r^^rd- 
ing the hotel he was then manager of and the French consul had refused to protect 
him. I informed him so far as I knew or was concerned it was impossible for him 
to become an American citizen. He then offered me a bribe of $2,000 Mexican if I 
would by any means obtain for him an American passport, which I refused to accept. 

R. J. Spear, 
Consulate of the United States. 

Chefoo, March jP/, 190S. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 27th day of March, 1903. 

John Fowler, 

Ihiited States Consul, 
A true copy. 

H. A. J. Emery, 



[IncloBure No. 4 in No. 538.] 

Vice-Consulate de France, 

Tche-fou le 7th ApHI, 1903. 
Mr DEAR Colleague: Aron Finkelstien was under the protection of the French 
vice-consulate at Chefoo, as a Turkish subject, and because, when arrived here in 
1902, he held a passport delivered by the French consul at Tientsin. This passport 
having fallen into disuse, I renewed it on the 26th of last November. Meanwhile, 
however, I had several times to complain of A. Finkelstien, whose hotel (Hotel 
Mascot) was of ill repute and was the object of the neighborhood's protestation. 
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Deepite of my remonstrances this man did nothing to ameliorate his hotel Then I 
informed the taotai that the French protection sheltered only Finkelstien's person 
and not his business, and one day, as I was insulted bjr a woman who idways accom- 
panies your new prot^g^ and gives herself out to be his wife, I decided to withdraw 
entirely the protection of my consulate from him, by striking him out from my reg- 
ister and by claiming back his passport (5th March, 1903). Thereupon he left for 
Shanghai without sending me oack this paper; no doubt but that he deemed it 
expedieDt to keep the same until he could succeed in getting the protection of another 
nation. In effect, the protection of a consulate whatever is necessary that he should 
manage the new hotel which he intends to open at the corner of Smftais street and 
Mr. l2ivrientieff's office. 

The day before yesterday, only, he sent back his passport, and at the same time I 
heard from you that he is claiming just now the American protection. Between 
ourselves, my dear colleague, it is more detrimental than advantageous to protect 
some people of this kind. 
I have, etc., 

F. PiLA. 

John Fowler, Esq., 

Consuly United States of Americay Chefoo. 



[Enclosure No. 6 in No. 538.] 
No. 5, Signalement] Vice-ConsiUat de France a Tche-fou. Au nom Du Peuplefrancais. 

Nous Vice-Consul de France d Tche-fou (Chine), prions les officiers Civils et Mili- 
taires des pays amis ou allies de la Republique fran^aise de laisser passer librement 
Monsieur Finkelstein, sujet Ottoman n6 ^ Constantinople r^sidant a Tche-fou, et de 
lui donner aide et protection en cas de besoin. • 

Le present passeport valable un ann^e a ^t^ d^livr6 sur le vu d'un passeport di^livr^ 
par le Consulat de France k Tientsin, le 18 Nov. 1901. 

Tsche-fou, le 26 Novembre, 1902. 

[Seal of Vice Consulat de France.] F. Pila, 

Le Vice Conmil de France. 

AgedeSlans. Taille 1 ni 75; cheveux chatains; front ordinaire; sourcilsch^tains; 
yeux; nez ordinaire; bouche moyenne; barberas^e; mentonrond; visage ovale; teint 
claire; signes particuliers grain sur la jous gauche. 

Signature du porteur: Tche-fou. Quitt. No. 173. Date 26 Nov. 02. Art. 15.3. 
Tarif Obs. 15 F. O. C. Percu. F. P. 

Chefoo, April S, J90S. 
I, the undersigned, consul of the United States at Chefoo, China, do hereby certify 
that I have compared the above and foregoing copy with the original document 
exhibited to nie this dav and that it is a true and correct transcript of the same. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the consu- 
late this 8th day of April, 1903. 

John Fowler, Conml. 



[Inclosnre No. 6 in No. 538.] 

Chefoo, December 16 y 190^, 
Dear Mr. Finkelstien, sir: I am very sorry to say that the submagistrate has been 
ordered by the taotai to summoned me twice going. His yamen, last night stating 
that the German consul again wrote to taotai, wants you leave the house as soon as 
possible. 

Now the submagistrate has limit me in three days, wishing nie leave the house if 
you are not, the said submagistrate want^ close my hotel and punish me, no doubt 
we are all good friends you must favor me to leave the house in three days. 

Otherwise, if you will not leave the house in three days, you must going with me 
to the French consulate, requesting him to write to taotai beg him to stop such case. 
Please give me an answer as soon as j)08sible and oblige. 
I am, sir, yours, faithfully, 

E. Ching Hotel, 
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[Incloeure No. 2 in dispatch No. 1294.] 

Mr. Conger to Mr. Fowler. 

Con. No. 1840.] Legation of the United States of America, 

Peking, (Mii/iy April 13, 1903. 
John Fowler, Esq., 

United ^States Consulj Chefoo. 
Sir: I confirm overleaf our recent tel^raphic correspondence concerning passport 
No. 552, fraudulently obtained by one Aron Finkelstien, and acknowledge receipt of 
your full report of this case of the 9th instant. 

Your action is approved. You should lay the case before the French consul, where 
he ought to be convicted of and punished for perjury. 

Please return the passport to thi| legation, and also advise Consul Miller, of New^- 
chwang, and Commercial Agent Ijanghome, at Dalny, to be on the lookout for him 
should he put in an appearance in Manchuria. 

I am, sir, yours, respectfully, E. H. Conger. 



[Telegram received.] 



Chefoo, April 7, 1903. 



Conger, Peking: 

Satisfied passport 552 issued by you on application from Shanghai obtained by 
fault fraud. Don*t believe holder ever Philadelphia or America. Ascertain his 
record French consulate Tientsin and wire instructing me hold same pending 
investigation. 

Fowler. 



[Telegram sent.] 

Peking, April 11, 1903. 
Fowler, Chefoo: 

One Aron Finkelstien registered French consulate 1900. Secure and retain pass- 
port number 552 until satisfied it is not same person. 

Conger. 



[Telegram received.] 

Chefoo, April 11, 1903. 
Conger, Peking: 

Full rejx)rt with proofs of fraud mailed you on 9th. Undoubtedly same person. 
Passport in my possession. 

Fowler. 



[Incloeure No. 3 in dispatch No. 1294.] 

Mr. Fowler to Mr. Conger. 

No. 540.] Consulate of the United States, 

Chefoo, April 15, 1903. 
Hon. E. H. Conger, 

United States Minister, Peking. 
Sir: In compliance with the instruction contained in your dispatch No. 1840 of the 
13th instant, I now have the honor to return herewith passport No. 552, fraudulently 
obtained by one Aron Finkelstien. 

I beg also to state that I have duly communicated with our consul at Newchwang 
and the commercial agent at Dalny upon the subject, and will lay the matter before 
the French consul as you direct 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

John Fowler, Consul. 
Inclosure: Passport No. 552, dated March 23, 1903. 

H. Doc 665, 59-1 25 
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[Inclo8ure No. 4 in dispatch No. 12W.] 

Mr. Conger to Mr. Goodnow. 

Con. No. 1846.] Legation op the United States op America, 

Peking, China, April 18, 190S. 
John Goodnow, Esq., 

United Statts Consul- General, Shanghai. 
Sib: An application for a {passport dated March 3, was recently received from your 
office from an Aron Finkelstien, claiming to be a native American merchant, residing 
in Philadelphia. 

The application bein^ in due form, the passport was issued. It has since been 
withdrawn, as I have discovered that Finkelstien was registered in the French con- 
sulate at Tientsin as a Turk. He also appears to s]>eak little or no English and to 
be quite ignorant even of the situation of Philadelphia. 

His identification is signed by G. S. Sterling, Traveller's Hotel, Shanghai, and I 
should be glad to have you find out and report about this person, if possible. 

It is very desirable that great care should be exercised to prevent tne issue of pass- 
ports to those who are not, beyond a question, legally entitled to them. 
I am, wr, yours, respectfully, 

E. H. Gong KB. 



[In<'lo«ure No. 5 in dispatch No. 12W.] 
Mr. Fowler to Mr. Conger. 

No. 542.] Consulate op the United States, 

Chefoo, April 18, 190S. 

Hon. E. H. CoNGEH, United States Minister, Peking. 

Sib: As reported in my No. 540 of April 15, I, in accordance with your instruc- 
tions of the 13th instant, laid the case of finkelstien before the French consul, and 
now have the honor to inclose copy of his repl}^, from which you will learn that he 
declines to have anything further to do with this man. 

I have no doubt but that you have also sent this case to the consul-general, and 
that the parties guilty of false swearing in Shanghai, if any, will be punished. The 
application you receive will, of course, prove whether or not the man Sterling is 
implicated as stating on oath that he knew Finkelstien in Philadelphia, etc. As 
Sterling i«?, I believe, an American citizen (I read of a case some time ago in which 
he was before Mr. Goodnow, which would seem to indicate that he is an American 
citizen), it ought not to be difficult for Mr. (ioodnow to punish him. 

The gravity of this ca.«e is easily seen when we remember that if Finkelstien had 
presented your passport to any other consul, where the facts of his previous record 
were not known, that I 'nited States consul would have had to recognize him as a 
citizen of the United States; thus he would have accomplished by undetected per- 
jury what other men spend large sums of money and five years to obtain — citizenship. 

Moreover, I am told that there is another man, supposed to be in Nagasaki at 
present, by name of Bluinenthal, who also has an American passport obtained the 
same way. Whether or not this is true or where he got tne passport I do not 
know, but I was warned by the Austrian consul here of him. 

I hear Finkelstien proj)Oses to go to the United States shortly to become an Amer- 
ican citizen. We do not want such men. 

I have the honor t^^ he, sir, your ol>edient servant, 

John Fowler, Consul. 

Inclosure: Letter from French consul, 18 — 4 — 03. 



Vice-Consulate de France, 

Tche-fou, April 18, 190S. 
My Dear Colleacu'e: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated the 
16th of this month. 

I w ill have no more connection with the man named Finkelstien, even in order to 
prosecute him. Beside.«, he was already struck out from my register of the French 
proti^'gc/s when he committed his iierjury. This crime seems to have been committed 
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chiefly against you, and if you can punish the culprit it is certain it will serve him 
right. 

I have the honor to be, my dear colleague, your obedient servant, 

F. PiLA. 



[Inclosure No. 6 in dinpaU'h No. 1294.] 

Mr. Gooilnow to Mr. Conger. 

487.] Consulate-General of the United States of America, 

Shanghai^ April eSj 1903. 
Hon. £. U. Conger, 

E. E. & M. P., U. S, A., Peking. 
Sir: Replying to your No. 1846: 

I used air care possible before I sent you A. Finkelstein's application for a pass- 
port. He brought with him to identify him G. Sterling, an American, who keeps a 
hotel called " Tne Travelers," and Sterling said that he knew Finkelstein's family in 
Philadelphia in 1882, and Finkelstein ms^e oath that he was bom in Philadelphia, 
and that his father, O. Finkelstein, lives at No. 350 Market street, Philadelphia. 

On receipt of your dispatch I sent again for both men, who reaffirm their state- 
ments in the most positive manner, and Finkelstein says that he has two brothers in 
Philadelphia and a sister in New Haven, Conn. He says that in Egypt he ^ot from 
that government a paper such as is necessary to go. through the Suez Canal, and at 
Tientsin he started a canteen among the French soldiers, and used his Egyptian 
paper to get protection in that business. He is quite frank about it, but does not 
see how he loses citizenship in the United States thereby. 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

John Goodnow, Cortml- General, 



[Inclosure No. 7 in dispatch No. 1294.] 

Mr. Conger to Mr. Goodnow. 

Cop. No. 1907.] Legation of the United States of America, 

Peking, May 14, 190S. 
John Goodnow, Esq., 

United States CvnsiU- General j Shanghai. 
Sib: With reference to the q^uery of Aron Finkelstien in your No. 487, as to how 
he loses citizenship in the United States, I reply that he can not have citizenship in 
two places at the same time, an;^ more than he can be bom at substantially the same 
time at two places on opposite sides of the globe, to both of which impossibilities he 
has made solemn declarations since he came to China. 

If he was bom in Philadelphia, as he alleges in his application for a passport, he 
ought to be arrested and punished by the United States consular court for perpetrat- 
ing a fraud on the French consulate at Tientsin, and if he was bom at Constantino- 
ple, as he declared before the French consul, then he ought to be tried by the French 
court for perjury before you. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

E. H. Conger. 



[Inelosure No. 8 in dispatch No. 1294.] 

No. 128.] CoNSULAT DE France A TIENTSIN. (Receivcd May 11, 1903.) 

Extrait du w^gistre d Mm matriculation des Franyais et Prot^^s Fran^ais. 
Finkelsten, Aaron. Sujet turc, n^ ^ Constantinople en 1870, fils de Finkelsten, 
immatricul^ sur sa demande et sur la pn^sentation d un passport. 

Aron Finkelstin. 
Vu le consul de France, Tientsin le 11 mai, 1903. 

Leduc. 
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[Translation.] 
No. 128, June, 1901.] French Consulate, 

TienUiriy May II, 1903. 
Extract from the register of the registration of French and French protected sub- 
jects. 

Finkelstein, Aaron. Turkish subject, born at Constantinople in 1870, son of Fin- 
kelstein, roistered at his own request and on the presentation of passport. 

Aabon Finkelstein. 
Viewed by the consul of France, Tientsin, May 11, 1903. 

Leduc. 



(Good only for two years from date.) 

Legation of the United States of America at Peking. 
To all to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 

I, the undersigned, envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United 
States of America, hereby request all whom it may concern to permit Aron Finkel- 
stein, a citizen of the United States, safely and freely to pass, and in case of need to 
give him all lawful aid and protection. 

Given under my hand ana the seal of the legation of the United States at Peking, 
China, the 23d day of March, in the year 1903, and of the independence of the Unit^ 
States the one hundred and twenty-seventh. 

[sEAX.l E. H. Conger. 

Description: Age 32; stature, 5 feet 7 inches English; forehead round; eyes brown; 
nose large; mouth round; chin round; hair brown; complexion light; face round. 
Signature of the bearer: 
No. 562. Aron Finkelstein. 



(Fee for passport, $1.00; fee for filling out application in duplicate, $0.50; fee for 
administering oath in duplicate, $0.50.) 



No. 216. Issue<l Deoemlxr, 1901. 

I, Nathan Blumeiithal, a native and loyal citizen of the United States, herebv 
apply to the lection of the United States at Tokyo, Japan, for a passport for myi?elf, 
accompanit^d by my wife, Marie Blumenthal. 

I solemnly swear that I was born at New York City, in the State of New York, 
on or about the 12 day of Ma^, 1873; that my father is a native citizen of the 
United St-ates; that I am domiciled in the United States, niv permanent residence 
being at New York, in the State of New York, where I follow the occupation of 
tailor; that I left the United States on the 8 day of April, 1891, and am now tempo- 
rarily sojourning? at Niigasaki, Japan; that I intend to return to the United States 
within two years, with the puriiose of resi<ling and performing the duties of citizen- 
ship therein, and that I desire the passport for the purpose of practicing my profession. 

Chitlt of allegintcr. 

Further, I do solemnly swear that I will support and defend the Constitution of 
the I'nited States against all enemies, foreijrn and domestic; that I will bear true 
faith and allegiance to the same, and that I take this obligation freely, without any 
mental reservation or purpose of evasion. So heli) me (uh\, 

Nathan Hlumenthal. 

Consui.atk of the United States at Nagasaki. 
Sworn to before me this 30th day of November, 1 . 

[Seal of consulate.] Fred. D. Fisher. 
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Description of applicant. 

Age, 28 years; stature, 5 feet 6 inches, English; forehead, prominent; eyes, brown; 
nose, straight; mouth, medium; chin, slightly reclining; nair, dark brown; com- 
plexion, dark; face, oval. 

Identification, 

November 30th, 1901. 
I hereby certify that I know the above-named Nathan Blumenthal personally, and 
know he to be a native-bom citizen of the United States, and that the facts stated in 
his affidavit are true, to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

Abraham Haas. 
Nagasaki, Japan. 



(Fee for passport, $1.00; fee for filling out application in duplicate, $0.50; fee for 
administering oath in duplicate, $0.50. ) 

native. 

Chinese name, . 

Issued March 23rd, 1903. 
No. 552. 

I, Aran Finkelstein, a native and loyal citizen of the United States, do hereby 
apply to the legation of the United States at Peking for a passport for myself. 

In support of the above application I do solemnly swear that I was bom at Philar 
delphia, in the State of Penn., on or about the 281 day of July, 1871; that my 
father is a naturalized citizen of the United States; that I am domiciled in the 
United States, my permanent residence being at Philadelphia, in • the State of 
Penn., where I follow the occupation of merchant; that I left the United States 
on the 2 day of March, 1901, ana am now temporarily sojourning at Shanghai; that 

I am the bearer of Passport No. — , issued by on the oay of , 1 ; 

that I intend to return to the United States later with the purpose of residing and 
performing the duties of citizenship therein, and that I desire the passport for the 
purpose oftraveling in the provinces of Manchuria and Russia. 

Oath of allegiance. 

Further, I do solemnly swear that I will support and defend the Constitution of 
the United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic; that I will bear true 
faith and allegiance to the same; and that I take this obligation freely without any 
mental reservation or purpose of evasion, so help me God. 

Aron Finkelstibn. 
Consulate-General of the United States at Shanghai. 

Sworn to before me this 14 day of March, 1903. 

[seal.] ' John Goodnow, 



Conml' General. 



Description of applicant. 



Age, 32 years; stature, 5 feet 7 inches, English; forehead, round; eyes, brown; 
nose, large; mouth, round; chin, round; hair, brown; complexion, light; face, round. 

Identification. 

Shanghai, Mch. 14, 1903. 
I hereby certify that I know the above-named Iran Finklestein personally, and 
know him to be a native-born citizen of the United States, and that the facts stated 
in his affidavit are trae to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

G. Sterling. 
Address of witness: Travelers Hotel, Shanghai. 
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AffidavU. 

Royal J. Spear, being tirHt duly sworn, deposes and eavs that he is a citizen of the 
United States of America; that he was lx)m in the citv of St. Louis, State of Missoari, 
United States of America; that he enlisted on the 26th day of November, 1898, in the 
Ninth Regiment of Infantry, United States Army, and served three years in the said 
Anny in the Philippines and in China, part of 'which time he was under (xenerals 
Lawton's and Wheeler's commands, and that he was a seiyeant with the relief party 
to Peking to relieve the American legation, and fought liis way from Tientsin to 
Peking with the said Ninth United States Infantry, and was a member of Company 
B, commanded by A. W. Brewster, captain, U. S. Army. The affiant further states 
that on the 25th day of November, 1901, at Peking, China, he received an honorable 
discharge from the said United States Army. 

That thereafter the affiant received personally from Sir Robert Hart, inspector- 
general of the iniperial maritime customs of China, an appointment in the said cus- 
toms service at (Jhefoo, China, which appointment affiant resigned to accept an 
appointment made by Theodore Roosevelt, president of the United States of 
America, as marshal of the consular court of the United States at Chefoo, China, 
which appointment is dated 18th day of _March, 1903, at Washington, D. C, and 
was given under the hand and seal of President Theodore Roosevelt. 

The affiant further states that shortly after receiving his appointment in the 
imperial customs service of China he made the acquaintance in Chefoo of one Geoi^ 
I. Sterling, of Shanghai, China; that thereafter he met the said Sterling at different 
times in Chefoo, and that the said Sterling stated he had never been in the United 
States of America. The affiant further states that he met at Chefoo shortly after 
affiant's appointment in the customs service one Aaron Finkelstien, this about the 
month of January, 1902, as near as the affiant can recall, and on numerous occasions 
thereafter the affiant met the said Aaron Finkelstien in Chefoo. The affiant further 
States that at that time the said Finkelstein was the proprietor of a house of prosti- 
tution run under the name of "Mascot Hotel." Affiant further states that after his 
appointment as United States marshal as aforesaid, he was approached by the said 
Fmkelstien at Chefoo, China, and the following conversation took place between the 
said Finkelstien and affiant, as nearly as affiant can recall. Finkelstien said: ''Is 
there any way I can become an American citizen?" Affiant answered: '* Were you 
born in the Lnited States, or have you lived in the United States the i)eriod required 
by law to become an American citizen?" Finkelstien replied: "No, I haven't." 
Affiant rci)lied, "it is impossible to become an American citizen without living 
there." Finkelstien then said: "As you are in the American consulate, is there any 
way you can get me an American passi)ort? " Affiant replied : " Xo; it is impossible." 
Finkelstien then said: "I can hire some one to swear that I was lx)rn in the United 
States, and if you can get me an American passport I will give you two thousand 
dollars." Affiant renliSl.- *'I can't do it." The affiant further states that he then 
walke<l away from tlie said Finkelstien. Shortly thereafter the said Finkelstien 
sold the said allej^ed " Masttot Hotel" and went to Shanghai, China. About one 
month later the said Finkelstien returned to Chefoo, and in the presence of the affiant 
stated: *'I have got an American passiK)rt from the consul-general at Shanghai," 
and that the said passport was in Peking and that he expecteil to re<*eive it in a few 
days at Chefoo. Finkelstien stated in affiant's presence that he was l)orn in Phila- 
delphia, at 350 Market street; that his father was living there and has a carpenter 
store at 353 Market street. Finkelstien further state<l that it took him three days by 
train from Philadelphia to New York. 

The said Finkt^lstien, after returning from Shanghai, bought another house, which 
he turned into a house of prostitution under the name of the '^Cleveland House," 
where there were ten t^) twenty-five prostitutes and sometimes more, together with 
their pimps. At this time the American fleet was lying in Chefoo Harbor, and an 
order wa.-^ issutnl by Admiral Evans, commanding the fleet, forbidding any sailor to 
enter the Cleveland House under penalty of arrest. 

Atliant further states that in a conversation with Finkelstien affiant said to Finkel- 
stien: "Where did you get your American passport?" Finkelstien replie<i: "From 
the consul-general at Shanghai." Affiant then said: " Why, you weren't born in the 
United StiitesI" Finkelstien answered: "I know 1 wasn't." Affiant then said: 
"Who identifie<l yon at Shan»:hai?" Finkelstien answereti: "Sterling identified me." 
Affiant then a^ked: "How much did you pay for it?" Finkelstien answered: "I 
didn't pay anythinir for it." Atfiant said: "Yon lie; tell me the truth; you know 
I have got you (inwminjj: that Finkelstien had offere<l affiant a l)ril)eof two thousand 
dollars Mexican currency, in the presence of a Mr. Philips, a warrant machinist of 
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the United States Navy ). What did you pay Mr. (joodnow for the passport? " Fink- 
elstien answered: **I didn't pay him anything; but I paid Sterling: five hundred 
dollars for identifying me.*' Affiant then said: **A11 right," and left Fin kelstien. 

Affiant further states that he received a business card from the said George I. 
Sterling, at affiant's lodginss at Chefoo, which card represented the said Sterling as 
the proprietor of the Traveller's Hotel at Shanghai, Chma, and bore on the face of it 
a note written to the affiant, which note was signei by the said (ieorge R. Sterling, 
and requested the affiant to call immediately at the Cleveland House, Chefoo, as he 
(Sterling) had some important business to transact. Affiant replieci to the said 
note: **lf you wish to see me, come to my lodgings between 7 and 8 o'clock this 
evening." Affiant states that the said Sterlin^^ did call at the affiant's lodgings 
that evening and that the said Aaron Finkelstien accompanied the said Sterling. 
Affiant said to Sterling: "What's your business?" Sterling replied: ** I come to 
see you about Finkelstien's passport." Affiant then replied: **I haven't much 
time and I don't wish to discuss the affair at present. Sterling then said: ** Come 
to the hotel to-night when you have time." Affiant answered: " I will consider the 
matter; perhaps I will come." Then Finkelstien and Sterling left. Affiant went to 
the Cleveland House as requested, and there Sterling met him and said: **.Wbat 
became of Finkelstien's passport? " Affiant stated that he believed the passport was 
obtained bv fraud. Sterling then said: ** How do you know that it has been obtained 
by fraud? ' ' A ffiant replied : * * I know that Finkelstien was never in the United States, 
and I don't believe that you ever were." Sterling said: *'I was there." Affiant 
said: ** You lie; you were never there." Sterling then said: " How do you know?" 
Affiant said : ** I am certain you were not." Sterling voluntarily then replied: ** No; I 
have never been in the United States." Affiant then said: '*How did you swear, 
then, that Finkelstien had ever been in the United States? " Sterling did not answer 
this question, but said : ' * Do you think I will get in trouble over it? ' ' Affiant replied : 
** I don't know." Sterling shrugged his shoulders and said: **I hope to Christ I 
don't," Affiant further states that Sterling was most profuse in opening bottles of 
champagne. 

Affiant further states that he is informed and believes that the said Sterling per- 

1'ured himself in identifying the said Finkelstien, and that he did so with the full 
knowledge and consent of the said John Goodnow and George A. Derby, for a 
consideration. 

And that the said John Goodnow and George A. Derby and George R. Sterling 
are in a conspiracy to sell United States passports to persons that are not citizens oi 
the United States for large sums of money. 

The foregoing facts stated upon affiant's own personal knowledge are true, and 
those stated upon information and belief the affiant believes to be true. 

Royal J. Spear. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 18th day of December, 1903, at Chefoo, 
China. 

H. A. C. Emery, 
VmUdStotest Vice-Conmd in Charge, 



Exhibit 5. 
EHRHARDT PASSPORT CASE. 

W. Holliday, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that he is a subject of Great 
Britain; that he is 40 years oi age and married; that he is employed at S. C. Farn- 
ham, Boyd & Co.'s dry dock, at Shanghai, China; that he was chief engineer of the 
British steamship Hankow about the year 1892; that he knows of his own personal 
knowledge that one W. H. Ehrhardt, a subject of Germany, shipped on the said 
steamship Hankow at London about the year 1892 as first officer; that the said W. H. 
Ehrhardt remained as first officer of the said ship Hankow for about twelve months, 
during which time said ship went to the port of New York and remained at New 
York about six weeks; that affiant is informed and believes that this was the first 
trip the said W. H. Ehrhardt made to the Uniteil States. 

Affiant further states that the said W. H. Ehrhardt held himself out as a subject 
of (ireat Britain at the time of his shipment at London on the said ship HankoVy but 
that Ehrhardt's father was a German subject. 
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Affiant further states that said Ehrhardt after serving in the said ship Hankow 
about twelve months, as aforesaid, had his arm broken in a fight at Shiminosaki, 
Japan, and was taken to the hospital in Shanghai, which disability compelled him 
to leave said ship; that after said W. H. Ehrhardt left the hospital he took service 
in the coast vessels of China, and that later became captain of the Chinese steamship 
ArroUoon Aphcar^ owned bv a Chinese named Yuen^ Chung; that after leaving aaia 
ship he served his time in learning to navigate the nver Yangtse, and finally b^^ame 
a pilot on the said Yangtse River. 

Affiant further states that said W. H. Ehrhardt has remained in the Orient with 
the exception of the said six weeks* stay on the steamship Hankow in the port of 
New YorK ever since he became first officer, as aforesaid, of the said steamship 
Hankow, about 1892, and that the said W. H. Ehrhardt is not an American citizen, 
and could not ha e lawfully secured American citizenship papers through the United 
States consulate at Shanghai, China, since the year 1892. 

Affiant is informed and believes that the said W. H. Ehrhardt has American citi- 
zenship papers secured through the said United States consulate at Shanghai, China. 

William Holliday. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 13th day of November, 1903. 

fSEAL.] G. D. PiTZIPIOS, 

Stamp.) //. B. M, Vice-Consul. 



Exhibit 6. 
THE WARREN CASE. 

MEMORIAL OF CLAIM OF CITIZEN OF THE UNITED STATES FOR INDEMNITY FOB LOSSES 
GROWING OUT OF THE '* BOXER** TROUBLES IN CHINA DURING THE YEAR A. D. 1900. 

1. I, George Warren, being duly sworn, on oath say that I am a native citizen of 
the United States of America; that I was bom at Maiden, in the State of Massachu- 
setts, on or about the 12th day of February, 1861; that my father was a native citizen 
of the United States; that I am domiciled in the United States, my permanent resi- 
dence being at Boston, in the State of Massachusetts; that I am temporarily v«ojoum- 
ing at Tientsin; that my occupation is, and at the time of the losses hereinafter com- 
plained of was, that of circus proprietor. 

2. I further say on oath that as such citizen of the United States 1 have tiled with 
the duly accredited authorities thereof a claim for indemnity for losses sustained by 
me through the wrongful acts of the Chinese Government; that the itemized state- 
ment of said claim hereto attached is just, true, and correct; that the amount of said 
claim is $108,800 (U. S. gold); that said claim arose during and as a result of the 
so-called "Boxer'* troubles in China in the year A. D. 1900; that the property 
enumerated in my said statement was lost, injured, or destroyed, and the injuries 
complained of caused by and through the wrongful acts of the Chine'<e (lovernment 
or its subject^; and that when said claim arose I was a citizen of the United States 
of America. 

3. I further say on oath that the said claim is preferred for and on liehalf of myself; 
and that the entire amount of said claim does now and did when it had its origin 
belong solely and absolutely to me and my family. 

4. I furtber say on oath that 1 have not received the amount claimed or any part 
thereof, or any equivalent or indemnification, from any source whatever, for the 
whole or any part of the loss or injury uj)on which my said claim is founded. 

5. I further say on oath that the property enumerated in my said claim was not 
insured at the time of its loss. 

(If insured, the original policy of insurance, or a certified copy thereof, should be 
produced and attiiched hereto. ) 

6. I further sav on oath that I expressly re<|uest the interi)08ition of the Govern- 
ment of th(» United States of America, through the Department of State, for the 
purpose of the adjustment of my said claim. 

George Warren, 
Businrsit address: Singapore. 

SubscrilK'd and sworn to before me this 22d day of August, 1902, at Tientsin. 
[seal.] James W. Ragsdale, 

United States Coyund. 
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United States Consulate, Tientsin^ Chinas <w; 

I, J. W. Ragsdale, United States consul, hereby certify that I am personally 
acquainted with George Warren, the affiant above named, and know to be a citi- 
zen of the Unite<l States of America and know him to be a credible person; that I am 
in no way interested in this claim nor the agent or attorney of any person having 
such interest, and that I carefully read the above affidavit to affiant before the same 
was signed by him, 

James W. Ragsdalb. 

To the Untied States Chim Co^m mission in China. 

Gentlemen: I herewith wish to state that the reason my claim of my losses, sus- 
tained by me in Tientsin through the Boxers rebellion, has been so delayed so long 
was on account of my enforced absence from China, following up my profession as a 
circus proprietor, traveling through the East and Europe. And I aSso wish to state 
that I was quite ignorant of the time and manner in which my claim should have 
been presented until arriving in Shanghai a short time ago, when I consulted my 
consul, where, upon his advice and counsel, I immediately laid my claim before you. 

George Warren. 

Tientsin, August 2^, 190S. * 



PARTICULARS OF CLAIM. 

U. 8. gold. 

1. Ivoss of business, including profits at Tientsin in consequence of "Boxer" 

troubles, and enforced ialeness for a period of six weeks at the sum 
of $1,275 Mexican, per night for 42 nights, or approximatelv $600 gold 
per night ." $25,200 

2. Salaries of artists and attendants for said period at the sum of $2,150 

Mexican, or approximately $1,000 gold per week, equal to 42 nights. . 7, 000 
Item No. 1 is based on net profits of ^old $600 per night during the 
summer of 1899 when the circus was m Tientsin. 

3. Transportation from Tientsin of troupe of 40 persons, at an average 

of 25 taels, or gold $15, per person to Nagasaki, Japan 600 

4. 10 horses lost or destroyea in consecjuence of uprising, all trained, per- 

forming animals, at ^old $500 each 5, 000 

5. 1 trained performing pig named *' Rosie Baynes" 500 

6. 1 circus tent burned 1, 500 

7. 1 complete circus wardrobe, consisting of costumes for 30 persons in 12 

different pantomimes and 8 equestrian entrees, at $250 for each of 30 

persons 7, 500 

8. 1 horse tent burned 250 

9. 1 dressing tent burned 250 

10. 300 chairs for seating purposes burned or otherwise lost or destroyed, at 

$1.50 each 450 

11. 1 set of new baud instniments, stolen during the sieee, for 10 persons . . 600 

12. Seating apparatus for 2,000 persons, including stanchions and iron fix- 

ings, burned and destroyea 1, 500 

13. Advertising matter from England and the United States, including lith- 

ographs, pictorial and printing matter for circus for 1 year, burned. .. 2, 750 

14. 1 set of horizontal bars for gymnastics 500 

15. I set of fiying trapeze rigging and net, for gymnastics, with apparatus. . 750 

16. Personal property of myself and family consisting of the following: 2 

sets of aiamond earrings, 1 set of 4 carat fine each or 8 carats in all, 

at $40 per carat 320 

1 set of 3i carat fine, or 7 carats in all, at $35 per carat 245 

1 diamond brooch ( half- moon ) 250 

1 sapphire brooch 100 

1 hair ornament, set with diamonds and opals 400 

1 gold watch 50 

All these items enumerated in No. 16 were the property of my wife, 
Mrs. Annie Margaret AV^arren. 

17. 1 gold watch, the property of my daughter 40 

18. 1 gentleman's gol(l watch and chain 150 

19. Personal clothing of my wife, Mrs. AVarren, including two valuable 

trunks of value $75 750 
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U. 8. gold. 

20. Personal clothing of ray two daughters 350 

21. Personal clothingof mvself 350 

22. 5,000 circus tickets and box containing same ( box value, $25) 350 

23. 1 case of gold-plated watches for prize purposes, 100 to the case, at $7.50 

each 750 

24. 1 case of silver-plated watches for prize purposes, 100 to the case, at $5 

each 500 

25. 45 gold-plated watches for prize purposes, at $6 each 270 

26. Enforced trip to Europe to reoi^nmize company, expenses of trip, in- 

cluding passage and return to Bangkok, Siam 1, 000 

27. Passage of 12 artistes from Hamburg to Bangkok, at £45 each, or ap- 

proximately $220 each 2, 600 

28. Loss of business for six months, or, more particularly, loss of profits for 

four months, actual working time, during said period of six months, 
at a profit or net gain of $300 per night on an average for 120 nights. . 36, 000 
This sum, or net profit, is based on my experience of over twenty 
years as a circus proprietor in the East, covering China, Japan, Singa- 
pore, Straits Settlements, and India, and same is 9, fair and very con- 
servative estimate of the loss that has been sustained by me in conse- 
quence of the so-called ** Boxer" uprising. 

29. Lost or stolen, additional: 

Cash box, containing $8,500 in paper currency, equal to gold $4,250, 

about 4,250 

Silver, in Mexican dollars, $1,450, or gold $725, taken from Hotel 
Clarendon 725 

Total 103,800 

Consular Service, United States of America. 

George Warren, bein^ dulv sworn, says that he is the sole owner and has now in 
his possession in Tiencsm, China, one white horse named ** Juliette," one very small 
black pony stallion named * 'General Mite," one small mouse-colored mule named 
**Dynamite." He alpo swean^ that these horses are the same that he purchased from 
D. M. Bristol, otherwise known as John J. Stewart. 

George Warren. 

Subscribed and swoni to lx»fore ine this 5th day of September, lfH)2. 
[seal.] Harry B. Ragsdale, 

United States Vice-Consui. 

I hereby certify that I have seen the above horses, and their description corre- 
sponds with the settlement of May 10, 1902, between John J. Stewart ana S. O. Abel. 
[seal.] Harry B. Ragsdale, 

I II ited States T "ice- Cotisul. 



Exhibit A. 

[W. Pflneger. general representative Wftrrc'ii's circus. Warren'n mammoth oriental cireiia. The two 
mascot^. The Sisters Warren. Annually the most triumphant enterprise of India. Java, and Uie 
Far Kast.] 

Balance »heet of Warren a)i(l Hriatitl accounts at dissolution of partnership Nor. Srd^ 1899. 

profits. 

£ s. d. 

Gross Honj^kong, Shanghai, Tienb*in an \ Saigon profits =$14,522. 80 1,416 8 

Gross Java season profits Sornibava to and including Batavi« = 

f9,59S.()2 : 783 2 



Jross j)r()fits 2,199 10 
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LOSSES AND ITEMS NOT BOOKED IN OTANDINO ACCOUNTS. 



£ 8. <L 

90 8 
4 



Gross Sydney losses (£675 0) + 3 wks. Warren family board @ 5) = 

£15 

39 weeks D. M. Bristol salary @ £10 = £390, less £68 2 8 previously 

booked 312 17 

Gross losses Singapore, Penang, Manila, Soo<'how, $3, 862. 88. £386 6 

Delhi loss (1204) 20 8 

406 14 

32i weeks* joint salary of Mr. and Mrs. Warren and family, @ £18 10. . . 606 11 

Gross losses 2,025 10 4 

Gross profits £2,199 10 

Groaslosees 2,025 10 



Net profits. 



174 



PERSONAL ACCOUNT. 



Money advanced by D. M. B.,a/e fares 100 

Money advanced by D. M. B., ground rent £5, carpet £8, coal £1 14 

Money advanced by D. M. B. , Sydney general expenses 78 

Monev due D. B. M., 39 wks. salary, @ £10 = £390, less 68 2 8 previ- 
ously booked 321 

net profits as above =i of £174 87 



} net profits as above = i of £174 
Total cash bal. due 



600 



Madras, India, Wednesday, January S, 1900. 
In entire dissolution of the partnership existing between self and George Warren, 
I acknowledge receipt of £600 from George Warren, as per account rendered, and in 
full of all demands whatsoever, either as servant or partner, this amount being a 
settlement in full of all claims, both for properties and printing. 

D. M. Bristol. 
J. G. Stewart. 
Witness: 

W. Pfli'eger. 



United States Claims Commission in China. No. 205. 
Award on claim of George Warren, ^'Warren's Circus" 



Item. 



CUim. 



1 
2 

8 
4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 
10 
11 I 
12 
18 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
30 
21 
2St 
23 
24 



Loss of bosinefls and profits 

Salaries of employeee paid per contracts whose senrices could 

not be utilized 

Transportation from Tientsin to Nagasaki 

Loss of ten (10) trained horses 

Loss trained pig *'Roeie Haines'' 

Circus tent 

Circus wardrobe for 80 persons 

Hone tent 

Dressing tent 

Three hundred chairs 

Band instruments, 10 pieces 

Seating apparatus, benches, and stanchions 

Advertising matter 

Set horizontal bars 

Set flying trapeze and net 

Personal property of self and family (jewelry) 

GK>ld watch (daughter's) 

Gold watch (self) 

Clothing of wife 

Clothing of self 

Clothing of two daughters 

5,U00 circus tickets and box for same 

Case gold-plated watches for prizes 

Case silver-plated watches for prizes 



Allowed. 



17,000. 
600. 
2,500. 
260. 
1,200. 
3,000. 

""""250. 

450. 

600. 
1,500. 
2,500. 

500. 

600. 

1,000. 

40. 

150. 

500. 

360. 

250. 

150. 

760. 

500. 



Disallowed. 



$25,200.00 



2,500.00 
260.00 
800.00 

4,500.00 
250.00 



250.00 



250.00 
865.00 



250.00 



100.00 
200.00 
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Award on claim of George Warren, " Wiarren** Circus''' — ContinuecL 



Item. 



Claim. 



45 eold-plated watches for prizes i $270.00 ■ ^ 

Enforced trip to Europe to reorganize company i ' $1,000.00 

Passage of 12 artistes from Enrope to Siam i i 2,600.0& 

Loss of business for six months i 96,000.00 

Loss of cash at Oordon Hall and at Clarence Hotel, Tlenstin, i 

during siege j 4,686.00 280.00 

Total ' »,606.00 74,285.00 

ALLOWED. ' 

On claim 1 29,606.00 

Interest, at 7 per cent, from June 20, 1800 ] ' 4,618.17 

Total ; 84,123.17 

DISALLOWED. | ^ 

Total , I 74,286.00 



Shanghai, China, September 15, 1902, 



WiLLJAM E. BaINBBIDOE. 

James W. Ragsdale, 

Commissioners, 



George Warren, sworn, says : That he is, and in the summer of 1900 was, 
the sole owner of Warren's Circus; that he arrived at Tientsin, China, with 
said circus on or about June 14, 1900 ; that a few days subsequently the foreign 
settlement of Tientsin was bombarded by the Chinese, and he was compelled 
to abandon his property, which disappeared or was destroyed during the seige; 
that the first item is an estimate on expected net receipts for forty-two days; 
item 2 is for salaries during the time actually paid to his employees and per- 
formers as per contracts with them, but that their services could not be utilized 
because uf the events; item 3 is tninsi>ortation for his trip to Nagasaki, Japan, 
whither they were obliged to go for safetj^ under orders of military authorities 
of Tientsin ; the horses designated in item 4 were performing animals and 
reasonably worth amount asked ; item 6, two tents cost $2,500 Mexican ; the 
300 chairs were new, just made at Shanghai, amount claimed is actual cost; 
the band instruments were burned, were his own propertj- — actual cost claimed; 
the circus benches were made at Madras and c*ost sum claimed : the property 
designated in items 14 and ir> was made to order and cost amount claimed; 
the personal property of self and family enumerated in items 10. 17, 18, 19, 
20, and 21 was all in their possession, but was lost or destroyed during the 
seige ; the values are either actual cost or reasonable estimates ; could not protect 
personal pr<)i)orty at that time and was engaged in the defense; circus tickets 
cost amount claimed in item 22. with si>ecially adapted box ; watches for prizes 
cost amount named ; Item 29 is for money lost or stolen at Gordon Hall and the 
Clarence Hotel, at Tientsin, during the seige; it was the proceeds of show 
season at Shanghai just previous to going to Tientsin ; no part recovered. 

He further says: That on June 14, 1900, he owned 10 horses, 1 pony, and 2 
mules that had previously been known as the " Bristol educated horses ; " that 
on that date 4 horses, 1 pony, and 1 mule of these were in Shanghai ; that 6 
horses, 1 pony, and 1 inule of these were in Tientsin ; that he became the owner 
of said property in the month of November, 1899; that said property was sold 
to him at Sydney, Australia, by D. M. Bristol, otherwise known as John Q. 
Stewart, on behalf of J. C. Potrick and Mrs. Stewart ; that at that time he paid 
for said property the sum of £460; that he received a receipt and bill of sale 
for same from D. M. Bristol, alias J. G. Stewart; that said receipt and bill of 
sale, however, has been mislaid or lost; that in May, 1900, he exhibited said 
receipt and bill of sale to Mr. Denby, of the United States consulate-general in 
Shanghai ; that he submits to the commission a certain balance sheet (Exhibit 
A), with receipt dated January .S, 1900, showing dissolutiim of partnership 
and final settlement between himself and said Bristol, or Stewart, In full of all 
claims for properties and i)rintlng ; that the *' Bristol educated horses " were a 
part of said properties. 



INSPECTION OF UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE ORIENT. 367 

D. R. McCaixum, sworn, says : That he was bandmaster with Warren's circus 
at Tientsin in 1900 ; that the band instruments cost £145, and that they were the 
property of George Warren, and that they were destroyed during the bombard- 
ment of Tientsin, being burned in the French concession. 

Approved October 6, 1902. 

E. H. CONOEB, 

United States Minister. 

This affidavit transmitted with Minister Conger's No. 1141 of November 
1902. 

[Inclosure No. — in dispatch No. 1141.] 

In the matter of the claim of George Warren for damages and losses sustained 
by him at Tientsin, China, about June 15, 1900, during the Boxer trouble in 
China. 

Before the Honorables the Claims Commissions of the United States of America 

in China. 
Shanghai, China, sh: 

I, D. G. McCallum, l)eing first duly sworn upon my oath, depose and say that 
for a year before and a year after the 1st day of June, 1900, I was employed by 
George Warren, who was the owner and manager of Warren's circus, which was 
destroyed at Tientsin, China, about 15th of July, 1900; that I was not in the 
•employ of any other person during said period ; that I am well acquainted and 
know one John G. Stewart, who claims to be a part owne? in the circus known 
as Warren's Circus; that from my personal knowledge I can say that the said 
John G. Stewart did not own any part of said circus or, in fact, any circus at 
Tientsin, China, during the said Boxer trouble; that I was not employed by 
said John G. Stewart at that time or at any other time ; and, further, he had no 
employees at that time ; and, further, all moneys paid to me during all the times 
herein referred to was paid to me by the said George Warren as pay for serv- 
ices rendered by me to him. 

D. G. McCallum, 

River Police Constable, 
Late Bandmaster of Warren* s Circus, 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 16th day of October, 1902. 
[seal.] a. H. Whfte, 

Deputy Consul-General, U, 8. A. 



E.XHIBIT 7. 

THE KAPLUN PASSPORT CASE. 

Native. 

Chinese name. 

No. 318. 

Issued October 18, 1903. 

I, Natan Kaplun, a native and loyal citizen of the United States, do hereby 
apply to the legation of the United States at Peking for a passport for myself 
and wife and my minor children, as follows: Wife, born at Lenchan, Austria, 
on the 20th day of April, 1871. 

In 8upix)rt of the above application, I do solemnly swear that I was bom at 
Seattle, in the State of Washington, on or about the 2d day of March, 1855; 
that my father is a native citizen of the United States ; that I am domiciled in 
the United States, my permanent residence being at Seattle, in the State of 
Washington, where I follow the occupation of merchant ; that I left the United 
States on the 1st day of January, 1890. and am now temporarily sojourning at 

Shanghai ; that I am the bearer of passport No. — , issued by on the — 

(lay of , 3 : that I intend to return to the United States later with 

the purpose of residing and performing the duties of citizenship therein; and 
that I desire the passport for the purpose of traveling in the provinces of Chili, 
Shantung, Kiangsu, and Cheh Kiang. 
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OATH OF ALLEGIANCE. 

Further, I do solemnly swear that I will support and defend the Constitutioii 
of the United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic ; that I will bear 
true faith and allegiance to the same; and that I take this obligation freely, 
without any mental reservation or purpose of evasion, so help me God. 

N. Kaflun. 

Consulate of the United States at Shanghai. 

Sworn to before me this 8th day of October, 1901. 

John Goodnow, [skai^] 
Cotisul-Oeneral. 

description of appucant. 



Age : 46 years. 

Stature: 5 feet 3 inches, Eng. 

Forehead: Narrow, medium high. 

Eyes: Brown. 

Nose: Prominent. 



Mouth : Medium. 
Chin : Medium. 
Hair: Gray. 
Complexion: Sallow. 
Face : Angular. 



identification. 

Shanghai. October JO, 1901. 
I hereby certify that I linow the above-named N. Kaplim personally, and 
know him to be a native-born citizen of the United States, and that the facts 
staed in his affidavit are true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

Geo. a. Derby, Shwnghuu 



Exhibit 8. 

lalcaca case. 

No. — . CONSrLATK-<JENKRAT. OI THK UNJTED StATES, 

Shaiiffhai. October 30, 1903. 
Hon. H. II. D. Peirce. 

Assistant Secretary of State, Washington, I). C. 
Sir: I hand you herewith (in duplicate) case of Lalcaca v. Israel and others. 
I am, sir. your obedient servant, 

John Goodnow, 

Consul-general. 



UNITED STATES CONSILAR ( OrRT. 

Shanghai. 2Sth October. 

Before John Goodnow, es(i., consul-general, acting judicially. 

Cawas Lalcaca v. A. J. Israel. G. H. Beecher. and J. Wren individually, and 
the American Oriental Coniniorrial r(»nii»any. collectively. 

Defendants as uianaj^ers of the California Hotel were sued by Doctor Lalcaca 
for tlio sum of 220 taels (170 taols for surgical dressings and attendance, and 
50 tacls for an operation on 28d June). Defendants denied their liability. 

Mr. G. F. Curtis, who appeare<l for defendants, aske<l for an adjournment, on 
the grounds that Mr. G. II. Beecher was away ill and was not expected to be 
back for twelve days. Mr. Wren was not a member of the American Oriental 
Connnenial Company, and as the summons in his case had been sent and not 
delivered in i)erson it was i)robal)lc tliat liis absence was accounted for by the 
fact tliat lie had not yet received it. 

Doctor Lalcaca opi)osed an adjourinnent. as. he said, the case had been pend- 
ing for over si.\ weeks. 

Mr. Curtis said that th«» inarslial had given his clients to understand that the 
case would he adjourned for twelve days. 

Mr. G. A. Deri)y said that this was absolutely untrue. 
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His honor remarked that as Mr. Beecher was not able to be in court Judg- 
ment could not be given against him. and if Mr. Wren's testimony would be of 
value he could Ik* sent for. Meanwhile the case would be proceeded . with. 

Doctor Lalcaca, swoni, deposed that he was a British subject and a medical 
practitioner. In the early morning, between 12 and 1, of the 24th of June his 
house bell was rung. He went to see who was there, and one of the defendants, 
presumably Mr. Israel, said that there was some man very badly hurt who 
wanted assistance. They brought in a Chinese, who was an employee of theirs. 
He was bleeding nil over. Mr. Wren and another Chinaman were helping to 
carry the wounded man. Mr. Beec»her came in later on. They explained that 
the man had been set uiK)n by some people. Witness examined his injuries and 
found that he was badly cut in the head. As far as he could remember he was 
told that the affray occurred in Sicawei road near the hotel. The man was 
bleeding very badly, and witness had great difficulty in stopping the flow. Being 
Chinese, the injured man would not allow his queue to be cut off, so that It 
was very difficult to clean the wound. Witness was working over two hours at 
dressing his wounds. Defendants were verj' anxious to know if there was any 
chance of the man dying. W^itness told them it was difficult to give an opinion, 
and ordered the man to be at once removed to his house and kept quiet. He 
would come round and attend him there, he said. Witness visited him at his 
own house several times, and later, when the man got better, he used to come 
to witness's residence to be attended to. After about a month he was com- 
pletely cured. In the meantime the American Oriental Commercial Company 
changed into new offices on the Bund. W^itness sent the bill in, and his shroflf 
called several times, but the money was not paid. He then called, himself, to 
trj' and see them, but only saw a man called Brasch. Brasch said that the man 
had only been treated for humanity's sake. Witness saw Mr. Beecher later on, 
when the latter called at his house and asked witness if he would not take part 
of the money from him and get the rest from the Chinaman. Witness told him 
that he had brought the man round and was therefore resjwnsible. Mr. Beecher 
refused to pay and told witness to go and do what he liked about it. On the 
bill which he rendered he had only charged half fees. When defendants treated 
him like this, however, he summoned them for the full amount. He charged 
them 170 taels instead of 85 for medical attendance, and the oi)eration fee he 
left the same as in the first account. 

By His Honob: Mr. Israel asked him to attend to the man. Witness told 
him that the Chinaman would have to be kept quiet in his hou^e and that he 
(witness) would have to come out to see him. Witness had not seen Mr. Israel 
since then. In a case of this kind, where internal injuries were suspected, it 
was not usual to ask, or receive, definite instructions as to continuing to look 
after the case. The Chinaman had been hit about on the head and the body. 
Some of the wounds were very serious. As far as witness could remember he 
was told that the man was set upon when coming out of the hotel. 

By Mr. Curtis : Mr. Israel explained the case to witness. Mr. Wren was 
there. Witness knew there was a Chinese hospital in Shantung road. He did 
not remember Mr. Israel saying that he had brought the Chinaman because he 
did not know anywhere else to take him. The person who brought the wounded 
in was always responsible unless witness knew the patient. Witness was asked 
to look after the man, and that necessitated frequent visits. If the fact that he 
had attended the Chinaman was disputed he could call his servants to prove it. 

Arthur J. Israel, sworn, said that his partners in the American Oriental Trad- 
ing Company were Messrs. C. W^ and J. W. Franklin. At the time this affair 
took place witness was out at the California. About 1 o'clock the Chinese shroff, 
a man who took charge of the cash register, came back into the place very badly 
cut. The company had a part interest In the hotel. The man could not explain 
what was the matter with him, and witness tried to fix him up. As, however, he 
still bled badly, witness suggested that the man should get his friend to take 
him to a Chinese doctor. He asked for a foreign doctor. Witness did not know 
the address of any doctor, except Doctor Lalcaca, 'vhose house was next door to 
witness's office. Witness and Mr. Wren therefore went to that address in a car- 
riage, whilst the Chinaman, accompanied by a friend, followed in another. Mr. 
Beecher came on a little later. When they got to the doctor's residence witness 
told the doctor that he had a wounded man. He said that he had brought him 
there because he (witness) happened to live next door. The injured Chinaman 
was brought up and everything got ready. Witness did not like the sight of 
blood, so he left the room, but Mr. Wren stayed and helpeil the doctor. Witness 
emphatically denied having promised to pay the doctor's bill. 
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By Mr. Curtis : Witness told Doctor Lalcaca that he brought the man there 
because he did not know anywhere else to take him. 

Mr. Curtis said that he was informed and believed that Mr. Beecher was not 
served with the complaint. He was instructed to ask for a remand until the 
morrow, as he could not guarantee to get Mr. Wren in court before then. 

His honor granted a continuance until the next day at 10. 



Shanghai, October 29, 

This case was resumed. 

A. J. Israel, recalled, identified bills produced as those which had been ren- 
dered to his firm by Doctor Lalcaca. One was for 135 taels, and in the other 
220 taels had been charged for the same attendance. 

By Complainant : Witness did not authorize any offer for payment. He was 
not aware that Mr. Brasch had offered to pay part of the amount. He did not 
know that the doctor had gone on attending to the Chinaman until the bill came 
in. He was not personally aware that complainant had gone on attending the 
injured man at his own house, or that when the Chinaman got better he came to 
complainant's house to be treated. He was aware of all the business of the firm, 
but had not heard of an offer being made. He did not remember hearing the 
doctor say that it was a very bad case and that it would take a great deal of 
time and care and cost a lot of money to effect a complete cure. 

By his Honor: When the bill rendered by complainant first came into the 
office it was sent to Mr. Brasch, as he knew Doctor Lacaca, whereas witness did 
not know anything about him until he took the injured man in. He was not 
aware what took place between Doctor Lalcaca and Mr. Beecher. Witness had 
never personally refused to pay the bill. 

John W. Wren, sworn, said that he was a salesman, at present unemployed, 
but that he had been interested in some entertainments in Jessfield Inn. On the 
night in question he was a guest at the California Hotel. Just as he was leav- 
ing someone had something to say about a Chinaman who was hurt. Witness 
understood that he was hurt on the road, outside the hotel. Mr. Israel was 
there alone with witness, and he and witness took the Chinaman in a carriage 
and drove hin\ to Doctor Lacaca's place. Mr. Israel went upstairs, and a few 
minutes later siiouted, *'A11 right; bring him up." Witness helped to carry him 
up. They put him in a chair, and while the doctor was dressing the man the 
witness helped. Witness stayed there al)out fifteen minutes and then went 
home. While he was In the room the conversation was only about the wounds. 

By Mr. Curtis : There was nothing said about fees. Nor was anything 
said about future visits to the Chinaman. Mr. Israel was in another room. 
Witness never said a word to the Doctor al)out his bill. 

By Doctor Lalcaca : When witness first heard about the accident he was in 
the California Hotel. The Chinaman was in the barroom, and when witness got 
there the steward was bathing his head. Witness did not hear plaintiff say that 
it would take a long time and coat a lot of money to cure the man. 

Mr. Israel, questioned by Ills honor, said that lie had never seen the Injured 
Chi Hainan since that day. He did not know the man's address. 

Doctor Lalcaca said that he obtained the address from one of defendants' 
employees. The address was sent to him according to arrangement. He thought 
it was their comprador who furnished It. 

Mr. Israel, questioned !)y his honor, said that he was not aware that any offer 
had been made by his firm to plaintiff. He had never ordered the comprador to 
deduct money from the Injured man's wages. 

George A. Derhy, sworn : Mr. Beecher and, I think. Mr. Franklin came into 
the consulate one morning and said that they had made an offer to pay 50 taels 
down, and that their comprador should reserve a certain sum of money per 
month until the full amount was paid. It was Mr. Beecher who did the talking. 
To the best of my knowledge Mr. Franklin was present. They said that the doc- 
tor had refused to accept this offer. I have not prepared, nor have I any per- 
sonal interest In this case. I do not know whether anyone else was present 
when this conversation took place. It was after the filing of the complaint. 

Mr. Franklin, sworn, said that he was not present at any time when Mr. 
BeocluT liad said that the above offer had !>een made. He was with Mr. 
Beoclior in the ort'ue, when a postponement was asko<i for in order to allow 
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the latter to go away. Mr. Derby said that he would see Mr. Groodnow, and 
that he thought it would he all right. 

Doctor Lalcaca said that it seemed to him that Mr. Israel must have been 
aware of the oflfer being made, and also that he must have been cognizant of 
what was going on, as he was in the same firm as Messrs. Brasch and Beecher. 

Mr. Curtis argued that when a person, at the point of death, was taken to a 
doctor that person, and no one else, was responsible for the fees, and had the 
man been a rich man, and died, the fees would have been taken out of his 
estate. He said that the doctor should have applied to the Chinaman for pay- 
ment, and, that had he done so, he would probably have got the money, as most 
Chinese shroffs can raise a few hundred taels when necessary. Moreover, 
Chinese vere very honorable in paying their debts. It was quite opiwsed to all 
legal principles for the doctor to alter his bill to a larger amount, when he 
had once rendered it for 135 taels, and could only l>e considered as showing 
animus on part of the plaintiff. 

His Honor. The testimony has shown that the man who was hurt — in some 
extraordinary way' which I have not been able to understand — was a shroff 
at the California Hotel, in which these gentlemen were interested. After hear- 
ing the testimony, I have decided to dismiss the case against Wren and the 
American Oriental Commercial Co., and give judgment against A. J. Israel for 
135 taels, with interest at 6 per cent from 23d July, and costs of proceedings. 

Mr. Curtis took exception to this Judgment. 



Exhibit 8. 

CURTIS TO DEPARTMENT IN RE LAST INSTALLMENT ON WARREN 

CLAIM. 

The Lenox, 
Washington, D, C, September 26, 1904, 
The Secretary of State, 

Washington, D, C. 

Sir : I hereby make a formal protest against the payment of the final install- 
ment of the Chinese indemnity fund, awarded to George Warren for damages 
sustained to a circus in Tientsin during the Boxer troubles. I ask that pay- 
ment of this last installment be withheld until such time as the Honorable 
Secretary of State has received the report of Hon. H. H. D. Peirce, who has been 
appointed by the President to investigate the charges of malfeasance in office 
in this particular case, as well as other cases preferred by a party litigant to 
the Warren claim. 

A. J. Burke, attorney at law at Shanghai. China, in the month of August, 
1902, was retained by George Warren as an attorney at law to i)re8ent to the 
United States Claims Commission in China his claims against the Chinese Gov- 
ernment for damages sustained to a circus in Tientsin. Mr. Burke was given 
a power of attorney by Mr. Warren, and was also given a contract for a third 
interest, in any moneys that might be recovered by Mr. Warren from the Chi- 
nese Government. Upon this contingent fee Mr. Burke entered upon his duties 
as an attorney In the conduct of this case, and presented the said case in the 
form of a memorial, duly sworn to by Mr. Warren, to the United States Claims 
Commissioners. The case progressed! favorat)ly, without any mishaps or 
ti'ouble, until it came to the ears of Mr. Goodnow. Mr. Burke, in an affidavit 
filed with the Honorable Secretary of State, sets forth in great detail the facts 
relating to the surrender of this power of attorney, under the duress of a false 
criminal charge of embezzJement preferred against him at the instigation of 
Mr. Goodnow. and by a direct statement made by Mr. Goodnow, through his 
agents, that if said power of attorney was not surrendered and the said con- 
tract for a third interest in any money that may be recovered by Warren in the 
claim against China, the criminal charge of embezzlement would not be dropped, 
but that he would be convicted. 

A criminal charge of embezzlement actually was brought against Mr. Burke. 
The case was called for hearing in the consular court and Mr. Goodnow unlaw- 

H. Doc. 665, 59-1 26 
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fully referred the charge of felony-embezzlement to an arbitrator, knowing full 
well that a charge of felony could not be arbitrated under the c<mimon law or 
under the Unitcnl States law. Yet the charge of embezzlement went through 
the form of arbitration, and not until the surrender of the power of attorney 
by Mr. Burke was the charge of felonious embezzlement dismissed in the United 
States consular court The arbitrator found that there was not the slightest 
ground of embezzlement against Mr. Burke. Thereafter the United States 
Claims Commission awarded Mr. George Warren the sum of $84,123.17 gold. 
Immediately thereafter the youngest son of the vice-consul-general, Arthur B. 
Hykes, scarcely 21 years of age, was api>ointed attorney in fact to collect the 
award made by the United States Claims Commission. Of this amount young 
Arthur B. Hykes has collected the sum of two installments, amounting to the 
sum of $17,(M)1.58 gold. The first installment was paid to Mr. Hykes on the 22d 
day of April, 1903, and the second installment on the 12th day of May, 1903. 
The third installment of $8,5^^.79 was paid direct to George Warren at Ham- 
burg on the 10th day of October, 1903. The fourth payment is now due and 
the money is in the hands of the Bureau of Accounts of the State Department, 
ready for disbursement. This fourth installment is for the sum of $8,530.79. 

I was given a power of attorney by Mr. Burke to re(*over for him his third 
Interest in Warren's claim agaiiLst the C'hinese Government. After re<eiving 
my power of attorney I called upon Mr. Kagsdale. United States consul-general 
at Tien Tsin, who adniitteil to me in tlie presence of Mr. Burke that as one of 
the two United States comuiissionei*s api)ointed to pass uiion claims of American 
citizens against China he had received for filing a power of attorney fmm Mr. 
Warren to Mr. Burke, and also a copy of Mr. Warren's contract with Mr. Burke 
for the payment of the contingent fee. Mr. Ragsdale stated that he sent these 
documents to Peking. I went to I*eking in search of them and was informed by 
Mr. Conger, the American minister, after lie had made the search in the lega- 
tion for these pai)ers, that all the pajKjrs in the Warren case had been .sent to 
the Department of 8tate. I came to Washington, where a most thorough search 
was made in the Department of State for the said documents. Other than Mr. 
Warren's memorial claiming the said damages, urisupporteii by a single voucher 
or other cor rot)ora ting evidence, and the amount found due by the Commission, 
together with a balance sheet and a dissolution of partnership which placed the 
vahie of the circus at £1,200. one-half of this being due to a partner of Mr. 
Warren in tlic dissolution of the partnership inmiediately l)efore the Boxer out- 
break, no other pai)ers are on file. This partner was one Mr. I). M. Bristoe, 
who is also known by the name of .1. G. Stewart. 

If the sum of $34,123.17 was a just award made to Mr. Warren, and if, as 
the evidence on file in the Department of State presented by Mr. Burke, as 
well as the evidence presented !)y Mr. Goodnow, to wit. certain newspaper clip- 
pings setting forth the arbitration of the charge of said felonious embezzlement 
and the surrender of the contract of Burke with Warren, be true, tlien Mr. 
Burive is certainly entitled to the carrying out of the <:-ontract made with him 
by Mr. Warren. Mr. Goodnow is estopi)ed by his dispatches to the Department 
of State inclosing said newspaper clippings setting forth the arbitration of said 
felonious ciiarge of embezzlement and the surrender of Burke's contract with 
Warren !>eing true. 

For these reasons I aslv that the payment to Warren be held up until such 
time as the Secretary of State and the Hon. H. H. D. Peirce may tlioroughly 
examine into the affidavits and other evidence on file in Mr. Burke's claim 
against Mr. Warren. 

From the evidence on file in the Department of State, in any light which the 
case may be viewe<l, it will be found that Mr. Warren should be comi)elled to 
come to Washington and make good his claim to the amount now remaining in 
the hands of the accounting otticers of the Department of State. 

From the evidence on file in the Department of State, after a most thorough 
examination. I am seriously in doul)t that Mr. Warren was entitleii to the fuH 
amount awarde<l by the United States Claims Conmiission. In fact, from the 
documentary evidence in the form of the balance sheet al»ove referre<l to and 
the dissolution of the partnership with the said Bristow, alias Stewart, it would 
secMii to me he had already !>een paid more than the amount justly due him. 

If, however, the Department of State does not see fit to open up this case 
again, or rather, to examine into the findings in this particular case made by 
the United States Claims Commissioners, Messrs. Uagsdale and Bainbridge, then 
I ask that the payment awarded Mr. Warren be withheld until such time j'.s 



INSPECTION OP UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE ORIENT. 878 

Mr. Pelrce and the Secretary of State shall have examined Into Mr. Burke's 
claims and reported the findings of the malfeasance charges against Mr. Godd- 
now to the President of the United States. 

The foregoing stated upon my own knowledge is true, and that stated upon 
information and belief I believe to be true. 

George F, Curtis. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of September, A. D. 1904. 
[seal.] L. M. Fox, X 

yotary Puhlic, District of Columhia, 



Exhibit 9. 

U. S. PEOPLE r. BROWNE-BURKE. 

[Official report sent by Consul-General Ooodnow.] 

UNITED STATES CONSULAR COURT. 

Shanghai, 29th August, 1901, 

Before John Goodnow, Esq., consul-general, acting judicially. 

U. S. People V, Browne-Burke. 

This was the resumed hearing of the charge against A. J. E. Browne, lawyer, 
of Sinking road, of having been drunk and creating a disturbance in the Astor 
House at 7 p. m. on the 27th inst., and also of being drunk and disorderly and 
resisting the police in the execution of their duty in Whangpoo road on the same 
date. 

Inspector Aiers stated that on the evening of the 27th instant a message was 
received at the Hongkew^ police station, asking that a constable be sent at once to 
the Astor House, as a man was creating a disturbance there. Witness sent 
Sergeant McDowell to attend to the matter. 

Mr. Vernon, managing director of the Astor House Hotel Company, said that 
on the evening of the 27th instant, just before dinner, he saw the defendant mak- 
ing himself objectionable to several passengers who were sitting on the veranda. 
Defendant was misbehaving himself and was drunk. Witness asked him to go 
away, but defendant replied that he was a lawyer and a gentleman, whereas 
witness was only a hotel manager. He refused to go way. 

Cross-examined by defendant : He saw the defendant on the veranda about 4 
o*clock in the afternoon ; he did not take any notice of defendant but spoke to 
the other gentlemen who w^ere with him. He did not wish to converse with 
defendant, because he was annoyed with him on account of his conduct on 
previous occasions. 

E. J. W. Loureiro, acting manager of the hotel, said that he had had his atten- 
tion called to defendant's conduct in the hotel on several previous occasions. On 
the evening of the 27th instant defendant was worrying the life out of the hotel 
boys, and actually struck one of the boys. A guest had complained to witness 
that he had been annoyed by defendant at 1 o'clock on the previous Sunday 
morning. On the evening in question defendant was very drunk and was gener- 
ally misbehaving himself. Witness saw from defendant's eyes and from the way 
he behaved that he was drunk. 

Cross-examined: It was on Sunday morning that the guest complained of 
having been annoyed by defendant. On the evening of the 27th instant defendant 
was treating the boys very roughly. 

A native bar boy at the Astor House was called and said that on the evening 
of the 27th instant defendant threw a bottle of Rainier beer at him, but he 
dodged out of the way. The bottle fell on the floor and was broken. Witness 
did not serve defendant with any drinks. 

Cross-examined: It was at a quarter past 11 on Tuesday night that the bottle 
of beer was thrown. He had seen defendant at the hotel several times and knew 
what sort of a man he was. He did not know whether defendant signed any 
chits on Tuesday ; he did not wait on him. 

A bartender named Winton said that on the day in question defendant was 
drunk. He was annoying the boys and hit one of them with his umbrella. 
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Cross-examined : Defendaut paid cash for the only drink that he had, to the 
witness's knowledge; as a nile he signed chits. Defendant did not throw the 
bottle of beer at the boy. He picked up the bottle and the boy ran away. The 
bottle then fell on the floor and was broken. Defendant, however, threw cigars 
at the boys. On previous occasions, when defendant had been in the hotel, he 
had behaved fairly well, as far as witness could remember, but on this occasion 
he behaved so badly that he was asked to leave the hotel. 

By the Court : Witness saw defendant have a drink at the hotel bar. He was 
not drunk then. He must also have been drinking outside. Afterwards witnesses 
noticed that he was drunk, and refused to serve him with any more drink. 

A steward named Larsen also gave evidence, and said that on Tuesday even- 
ing a boy complained to him that defendant would not sign a chit for some drinks 
that he had ordered. Witness asked defendant al>out the matter and the latter 
replied that he had given the boy $1 for the drinks and $1 to get him some small 
change. The boy told witness that defendant had only given him $1, for wiilch 
he had given him the equivalent in small change. Witness explained this to 
defendant and offered to have the boy searched, but the defendant said it did not 
matter. Witness saw defendant snatch a match box from one boy and throw it 
at another. Mr. Vernon came in then and asked defendant to leave the hotel, but 
he refused. Defendant then went on to the veranda and commenced to annoy 
the guests, and Mr. Vernon threatened to send for the police. Defendant said 
that no policeman in Shanghai could arrest him. Mr. Vernon sent for the police 
and a detective came and ejected him. 

Cross-examined : He did not know the name of the guest whom defendant 
seized by the coat sleeve. He had seen defendaut In the hotel on several 
occasions, but had never seen him behave so badly as on this occasion. 

Witness proceeded to question defendant as to what happened on the previous 
Saturday, but his honor declined to hear this. 

Cross-examined further: Witness did not see defendant throw the l)ottle of 
beer, but was told about it. He saw him annoying the hotel guests. 

Detective-Sergeant McDowell said that at 7 p. m. on the 27th inst., he was 
told to go to the Astor House, as there was a disturbance there. On his arrival 
tliere he stood at the hall door for a short time to see what was hapi)ening. He 
.-saw that defendant was drunk and actinj? in a disorderly manner, and heard 
him refuse to leave the premises when reciuested to do so by Mr. Vernon. 
Witness then wont up to defendant and asked him to leave the premises or he 
would have to be forcibly ejeete<l. Defendant refus^nl to go and began talking 
nonsense. Witness then h:id to use force to get him outside. When they got 
•outside witness told defendant to jjet into a ricslm and go home. Imt defendant 
\would not go. Witness then took him to the iMjlice station. 

Cross-examined : He resisted arrest. It was not true that witness offered to 
let him go if he was paid to do so. On the way to the station defendant said he 
was an Irish barrister and an American lawjer, but that was the only conver- 
sation. It was not true that witness had been several times to defendant's 
-office saying that he could put business into defendant's hands. Tlie only time 
he had called at defendant's ofTiee was when he went to take the statements of 
some Chinese with reference to a serious charge against defendant. Defendant 
had l>een locked up several times, but the charges had not been pressetl. Wit- 
ness had also seen him put out of tlie Central Hotel and the central police 
canteen. On one occasion defendant had l)roken into a Chinese liouse, but the 
matter was settled by defendant paying compensation. 

Insi)ector Aiers said tliat he was called up when defendant was brought to the 
station. The defendant was drunk. 

Cross-examined : Defendant had no conversation with him in the private 
office. They conversed for about five minutes in the ciiarge room. Defendant 
asked what the charge was, and witness repliinl that tlie hotel people had 
charged liim, and the detective had also charged him. wltli being drunk and 
disorderly. Defendant then took a dollar out of his po<^ket. laid It on the desk, 
and said tliat if witness would let him go lie could have it, and more. If that was 
not enough. 

By the court: A month ago defendant was charged with assaulting a con- 
stable. A sunuuons was issued, l>nt was withdrawn when the defendant apolo- 
gized to the captain-superintendent. 

Defendant said that on the 27th Inst, at a (luarter to 5, he went to the Astor 
House and met a gentleman there. He sat down with the gentleman and had a 
drink with him. After talking with his friend for some time, he got up to 
leave the hotel. He had an argument with the manager about having paid the 
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boy for some drinks, and the manager offered to have the boy searched. He 
8aid that it did not matter. The boj then came up and denied that he had 
received the money, and offered to bring other boys to testify to this. Then Mr. 
Ix)ureiro came. 

Defendant then began to refer to the altercation of the previous Saturday, 
but his honor refused to hear this. 

Defendant (continuing) said that Mr. Vernon afterwards came up and said 
that he had had a lot of trouble with American people before, and that if this 
sort of thing occurred again he would get his European assistants to batter the 
life out of defendant He had had practically nothing to drink that day. He 
had had nothing since tiffin before going to the Astor House. He had only 
three or four drinks there and was perfectly sober. He was perhaps mentally 
intoxicated, as he was so annoyed about the boy denying that he had received the 
^2. He was not at all drunk. If he had been, he would not have been able to 
walk or converse. He had several witnesses who had offered to come and give 
evidence, but he had not yet been able to see them. He did not wish to mention 
their names before seeing them. 

His Honor: If you will give me the names I will subpoena them. 

Defendant said that he preferred to see them himself first. 

His honor said that he had given defendant twenty-four hours to prepare his 
evidence and get witnesses, but there were no witnesses present. 

I>efendant said that several people had promised to give evidence if he called 
them, but he did not wish to drag them into the matter unnecessarily. He 
would rather bear the whole brunt of the matter himself. 

His honor said that it was a serious matter. He warned defendant that it 
depended on the result of this case as to whether defendant would be allowed 
to continue to practice as a lawyer in that court 

After some discussion, the hearing was adjourned until 2 o'clock to enable 
defendant to bring his witnesses to court. 

Upon resuming: 

Two more witnesses were called. The first witness said that he saw defend- 
ant in the Astor House on the 27th instant. He was only a short time with 
defendant and could not say whether he was drunk or not. He did not see him 
misbehave. 

The second witness said that in his opinion defendant was drunk. He was 
behaving in a very boisterous manner and was making himself a nuisance to 
the guests. 

Cross-examined: The defendant tried to engage several people in conversa- 
tion, but they moved away from him. 

Defendant said he bad not l>een able to see those people who had stated that 
they were willing to come as witnesses. He could not remember the names of 
the people he met that afternoon. The last drink he had was an appetizer. It 
was about dinner time, and it seemed reasonable that he should have had such 
a drink. He wished to say that it was well known that there were numerous 
complaints about the treatment people met with at the Astor House. People 
were treated in the same way as he had been, without the slightest provocation. 
There was scarcely an instance of guests being well served at the hotel. It 
was impossible to get a bottle of any cold drink there. Since he became a resi- 
dent in Shanghai he had always been a patron of the Astor House. His chits 
were always paid. He thought people who were allowed to sign chits and who 
paid their chits ought to be treated better. The majority of people who fre- 
quented this hotel were absolutely dissatisfied. It was an annoying thing for 
the boy to dispute about the payment for the drink. He gave the boy $2 for 
the drinks and asked for the balance in small change. The boy brought a 
dollar's worth of small change and then brought a chit to be signed. That was 
quite sufficient provocation. It was quite possible that he would act again Id 
the same manner if such a thing occurred again. A drunken man could not 
take care of himself and could not maintain his footing ; a drunken man was 
incapable. If he had been drunk it did not seem reasonable that he would 
have ordered the French drink. It was an appetizer before dinner and a favor- 
ite drink of his. He was gi'ossly insulted in that hotel and the manager had 
to apologize to him for having given the order that he could not sign chits. 

His honor said that he had to regard the defendant not only as an individual, 
but also as a lawyer. He had also to consider that this was not the first offense. 
Defendant had been warned more than once. When he consented to a sum- 
mons being withdrawn two months ago he intimated that the next offense 
would be considered as the second offense. From the evidence before the 
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court be bad not the slightest doubt that the defendant was drunk and mis- 
hehaved himself; at the same time he was expecting for some time that some 
such case as this was coming. He would on this matter fine the defendant $25 
and costs. He was sorry to have to take this course, but he must ask defendant 
to return the certificate given to him to enable him to practice in that court 
The defendant must not ask to practice as a lawyer either in that court or in 
the mixed court before the United States assessor for the next three months. 



Exhibit 10. 

ANDREWS & GEORGE v. COMSTOCK. 

[Offlcial report.] 

UNITED STATES CONSULAR COURT. 

Shanghai, 17th September, 1902. 

Before the Hon. John Goodnow, consul-general. 

Andrews and George r. S. II. Comstock. 

Mr. A. S. P. White-Cooper, and with him Mr. A. M. Latter, appeared for the 
plaintiffs, and Mr. G. F. Curtis appeared for the defendant. 

Mr. Latter put in the following amended indictment, signed by Mr. J. H. 
Ranger as manager of Messrs. Andrews and George : 

" The above-named John Henry Ranger hereby indicts and charges the above- 
named Samuel Howard Comstock with having committed the offenses against 
the peace of tlie people of the United States of America, to wit, 

" 1. That Samuel Howard Comstock, being employed as clerk to Messrs. 
Andrews and George, and while he was so employed received and took into hia 
l)ossession at Port Arthur and Shanghai certain money to a large amount, to 
wit, to the amount of $2,003.21, being the net proceeds of sale of goods of Messrs. 
Andrews and George, his masters, intrusted to him for sale, and the said 
$2,003.21 did admit at Shanghai on or about the 12th July. 1901, to be the 
property of his masters, and that instead of paying over the same to liis masters, 
as was his duty to do, he did then and there fraudulently enil>ezzle the said 
money, and from his masters did feloniously steal and take away the same. 

"2. That Samuel Howard Comstock. on the 3d March. 1902, being then 
employed as clerk to Messrs. Andrews and G€K)rge, and while he was so employed 
did receive and take into his i)ossesslon certain money, to wit, $200, for and on 
account of his said masters Andrews and George, l)eing the proceeds of sale of 
a typewriter, the property of his masters, sold and delivered to His Britannic 
Majesty's office of works at Shanghai, and the said money, the i)roperty of his 
masters, did then fraudulently and feloniously embezzle, and such money did 
from his masters feloniously steal and take away. 

"3. That Samuel Howard Comstock, being then employe<l as clerk to Messrs. 
Andrews and George, and while he was so employed did unlawfully, knowingly, 
and designe<lly and falsely pretend to his said masters, Messrs. Andrews and 
George, and to John Henry Ranger, their manager, that he had paid out of the 
moneys of his said masters tliree sums of 1(X) rubles, 20 rubles, and 100 rubles, 
stated by the said Samuel Howard Comstock to have been paid for certain legal 
expenses, and he did wrongfully enter such payments in his accounts as having 
l)eon paid by him between the dates of 9th April and r>th May, 1902, and did so 
deliver his accounts at Shanghai to his said masters and the said John Henry 
Ranger, their manager, on the 7th June. 1902, with intent to deceive and defraud 
his said masters, whereas, in fact, he had not paid such sums. 

"4. That Samuel Howard Comstock, being employeil as clerk to Messrs. 
Andrews and George, and while so emi)loyed did unlawfully, knowingly, and 
designedly falsely pretend to Messrs. Andrews and George, his masters, and the 
said John Henry Hanger, their manager, that he had paid out of the money of 
his said mastei*s as a deposit the sum of 5CK) rul>les, and did wrongfully enter 
i»uch i)ayment in his accounts rendered to his said masters at Shanghai, and to 
their said mamiger. on tlie 7th June, 1902, with intent to deceive and defraud his 
said masters, wiiereas, in fact, lie had not paid such sum. 
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His honor said tlie present indictment was more precise, and he understood 
from the signature that this was an indictment by Andrews and George against 
the defendant. 

Mr. Latter said that the indictment was made jointly by Messrs. Andrews and 
George and their manager, Mr. Ranger. 

His honor said an indictment could not be made in the name of several 
persons. 

Mr. Latter said that Mr. Ranger as manager was responsible for all moneys 
in the Shanghai branch of the firm. It was his duty to recover all moneys 
belonging to the firm, whether the prosecution was actually undertaken in his 
name or that of the firm. It was his duty to do that, though personally he had 
no interest in the matter. 

His honor said Mr. Ranger as a United States citizen had a right and dut>' to 
bring the charge. 

Mr. Latter asl^ed whether he could have a Joint indictment in the name of 
Andrews and George as two persons. Mr. Ranger had testified at the last 
bearing that he' had no interest in the firm. 

A good deal of discussion ensued on this point. 

His honor having held that it was the duty of Mr. Ranger as a citizen to 
make the indictment, Mr. Latter altered the indictment accordingly. 

His honor said the indictment contained several charges and these must be 
taken as separate indictments, as he could not try more than one chai*ge at a 
time. The indictment must be considered as four separate indictments, and the 
defendant would l>e asked to plead to four indictments. There could only be 
one alleged crime in one charge. 

In reply to Mr. Latter, his honor said he would hear what Mr. Curtis had to 
say on the indictment, and then he would ask the defendant to plead. He 
understood that all the alleged embezzlements took place on the 12th July, 1902. 

Mr. Latter said the first embezzlement took place on the 12th July at 
Shanghai; the second about the 3d March, and was also in Shanghai. The 
other charges were of falsification of accounts, and these took place on the 
7th June. 

Mr. Curtis said he had read the indictment and found it so indefinite and 
faulty that it could not i)ossib]y bring the case to a trial. It was stated in the 
indictment that the offense had been committed at Port Arthur, and the court 
had therefore no jurisdiction in the case. His next contention was that the 
indictment did not mention what kind of money was embezzled — whether 
Mexican, Russian, or United States currency. The indictment was ambiguous, 
joint less, and indefinite. 

The clerk of the court then read the indictment to the defendant, after which 
be was asked to plead. 

Mr. Curtis said his client, instead of pleading, objected to the jurisdiction of 
the court. The indictment stated that the money was sent to Port Arthur. It 
was so indefinite that they must presume that the embezzlement toolc place at 
Port Arthur. It was alleged that the embezzlement was admitted at Shanghai. 
Such admission did not constitute an embezzlement in Shanghai. The indict- 
ment must fail on the face of It. It would be knocked down on demurrer, which 
he would now read : 

** Comes now the defendant in the above-entitled action and pleads to the 
jurisdiction of the said court on the following grounds, to wit : 

** 1. That said court has no jurisdiction to try a caase of action for a 
crime alleged to have been committed within the territory of the Russian Em- 
pire by a citizen of the United States. 

** 2. That the Empire of Russia has exclusive jurisdiction of all criminal 
cases arising within the Empire. 

** 3. That the Congress of the United States In the act creating the consular 
courts and defining their Jurisdiction did not give and could not give jurisdiction 
to Its consular ofiicers to indict, try, and convict or to acHjult American citizens 
for crimes wholly and completely committed within foreign countries which 
have recognized established governments and are admitted into the family of 
nations. 

** 4. That the act conferring Judicial power upon consular officers specifically 
limited their Jurisdiction to pagan countries, to wit, China, Japan, Slam, Egypt, 
and Madagascar. Japan has since been admitted Into the family of nations. 

**5. That the Jurisdiction of consular officers to try citizens for felonies and 
misdemeanors Is limited to such crimes as are committed within the terri- 



378 INSPECTION OF UNITED STATES C0N8UIATBS IN THE ORIENT. 

torial boundary of the pagan countries to which said consular officers are 
accredited, and not elsewhere. 

"Therefore the defendant in the above-entitled action prays this honorable 
court for the dismissal of said action and for his counsel fees and costs." 

Counsel would now proceed to argue the iK)int and give his authorities. 

*' The consular courts of the United States were created by Congress under the 
authority of the Constitution of the United States and by virtue thereot Article 
1, section 8, clause 9, of the United States Constitution is as follows: ('The 
Congress shall have power: ') 'To constitute tribunals inferior to the Supreme 
Court.' By clause 18 of the same article, the so-called elastic clause, the Con- 
stitution explicitly states that (* The Congress shall have power : *) 'To make all 
laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into execution the fore- 
going powers, and all other powers vested by this Constitution in the Govern- 
ment of the United States or In any department or officer thereof.* 

" By virtue of the above-cited article and clauses Congress, by section 4063, 
United States Revised Statutes, created the consular courts In the follow- 
ing words, to wit : * Sec. 408.3. To carry Into full effect the provisions of the 
treaties of the United States with China, Japan, Slam, Egypt, and Madagascar, 
respectively, the minister and the consuls of the United States, duly appointed 
to reside In each of those countries, shall, in addition to other powers and 
duties Imposed upon them, respectively, by the provisions of such treaties, re- 
spectively, be invested with the Judicial authority herein described, which shall 
appertain to the office of minister and ccmsul and be a part of the duties belong- 
ing thereto, wherein and so far as the same Is allowe<l by treaty.* 

** Congress explicitly defines the Jurisdiction of consular courts by sections 
4084, 4085, 408(>, and 4087 in the following words, to wit: 

'* * Sec. 4084 The officers mentioned In the preceding section are fully emiww- 
cred to arraign and try. In the manner herein provided, all citizens of the United 
States charged with offences against law committed in such countries, respec- 
tively, and to sentenc*e such offenders In the manner herein authorized ; and 
each of them is authorized to Issue all such processes as are suitable and neces- 
sary to carry this authoritj^ into execution. 

'• * Sec. 4085. Such officers are also invested with all the Judicial authority 
necessary to execute the provisions of such treaties, respectively, in regard to 
civil rights, wlietlior of property or person : and thoy shall entertain jurisdi<-tlon 
in nmtters of contract, at tlie port wiiere. or nearest to which the contract was 
made, or at tlie i)()rt at wliicli, or nearest to which, it was to be executed, and in 
all otlier matters, at the iM)rt where, or nearest to whicli, the cause of <x>ntroversy 
arose, or at the port where, or nearest to which, the damage complained of was 
sustaincMl, provided such port be one of the ports at which the United States 
are represented by consuls. Such jurisdiction shall embrace all controversies 
between citizens of tlie UnittKl States, or others, provide<l for by such treaties, 
resi)ectively. 

" ' Sec. 4<)80. .Jurisdiction in both criminal and civil matters shall, in all 
cases, be exercised and enforced in conformity with the laws of the United 
States, which are hereliy, so far as is ne<-essary to execute such treaties. res|)ec- 
tlvely, and so far as tliey are suita!)le to carry the same into effect, extended 
over all citizens of the United States in those countries, and over all others to 
the extent that the terms of the treaties, respectively, justify or re<iuire. But in 
all cases wliere such laws are not adapted to the object, or are deficient in the 
provisions necessary to furnish suitable renicnlies the common law and the law 
of eipiity and admiralty shall be exten(le<l in like manner over such citizens 
and others in those countries: and if neither the common law, nor the law of 
equity or admiralty, nor the statutes of the United States, furnish appropriate 
and sufficient remedies, tlie ministers in those countries, resi>ectively. shall, by 
decrees and retaliations which shall have the force of law, supply such defects 
and deficiencies. 

" ' Sec. 4()ST. Kach of the consuls mentioned in section forty huudre<i and 
ei^lity-tliree, at the iiort at which he is appointeil, is authorized uix)n facts 
witliin his own knowledge or wliicli he has good reason to l>eiieve true, or 
ui)on complaint made or information filed in writing and authenticated In such 
a way as shall he pres<*rilKHl by tlie minister, to issue his warrant for the 
arn»st of any citizen of the United States charged with cimimittlng in the 
country an offense ajj:ainst law: and to arraijjn and try any such offender: and 
to sentence him to punishment in the manner herein prescribeil.' 

"It is resi>ectfully submittal tliat a careful reading and study of these se<»- 
tions of the Uevised Statutes fail to show any other territorial jurisdiction 
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than that of the respective pagan countries to which each minister and consular 
officer is accredited. 

** It Is further respectfully submitted that if any other construction were 
put upon these sections of the Revised Statutes, it would confer the power 
upon ministers and consular officers to try citizens of the United States 
for alleged crimes committed in any part of the world, provided they could 
secure the presence of said citizens in their court. It is further respectfully 
submitted that a subject-matter of a cause of action is a further element in 
conferring jurisdiction which would be wanting in such cases outside pagan 
countries above referred to. 

** It is further respectfully submitted that it Is merely a question of the inter- 
pretation of the preceding cited sections to determine the Jurisdiction of the 
<*onsular courts In the Orient; and these sections must be interpreted strictly 
according to the letter of the law. 

" What Is the jurisdiction of a court? It Is a power constitutionally conferred 
upon a court, a single Judge, or a magistrate, to take cognizance and decide 
causes according to law, and to carry their sentence into execution. The tract 
of land within which a court, judge, or magistrate has jurisdiction is called 
his territory ; and his power in relation to his territory Is called his territorial 
Jurisdiction. (3 Bouv. Inst, 71.) 

Jurisdiction Is original when It Is conferred on the court officers In the first 
instance ; it is appellate when an appeal may be taken from the decision or judg- 
ment of another court. It Is concurrent when It may be entertained by several 
courts, although It is a rule in these cases of concurrent jurisdiction for the court 
which is first seized of the cause to try the cause to the exclusion of the others. 

Jurisdiction Is exclusive when only one court has the right to try the suit, 
action, or matter in dispute. 

Assistant jurisdiction Is that which Is afforded by a court of chancery, In aid 
of a court of law, as, for example, by a bill of discovery. 

It can not be claimed that the United States consular court of Shanghai has 
territorial jurisdiction in the Empire of Russia. Russia is too jealous of her 
own jurisdiction, particularly In the neighborhood of Port Arthur, to entertain 
even for a moment, such a claim. It certainly can not be claimed that the 
consular court has original jurisdiction In Russia, no appellate jurisdiction 
therein, nor has any authority been produced to show that the court has concur- 
rent jurisdiction therein, nor exclusive jurisdiction, which It would be absurd 
to claim, nor assistant jurisdiction. 

If there is any other jurisdiction than those defined, coimsel for the defend- 
ant Is unable to find them. In a word, the United States consular court has no 
jurisdiction whatever In the Empire of Russia ; It has not even jurisdiction in 
all parts of the Empire of China, the consul-general at Shanghai having no juris- 
diction In the district of Canton, nor Chefoo. His territorial district Is defined 
from the State Department at Washington, outside of which jurisdiction so 
define<l the consul-general at Shanghai can not entertain jurisdiction. 

The proceedings in any court are void that wants jurisdiction of the case in 
which It has assumed to act. Jurisdiction is first of the subject-matter, and 
second of the person whose rights are to be passed upon. 

A court has jurisdiction of any subject-matter. If by the law of Its organiza- 
tion It has authority to take cognizance of, try, and determine cases of that 
description. 

It Is a maxim of the law that consent can never confer jurisdiction. (Coffin i\ 
Treaty, 3 (Raines, 129 ; Blln v, Campbell, 14 Johns, 432 ; Cuyler v. Rochester, 12 
Wind, 1(55.) This consent means that parties can not empower a <'ourt to act 
upon subjet'ts which are not submitted to Its determination and judgment by the 
law. The law creates courts, and upon considerations of general public policy 
defines and limits their jurisdiction ; and this can neither be enlarged nor 
restricted by the acts of the parties. 

Accordingly, where a country by law has no jurisdiction of the subject-matter, 
a party whose rights are sought to l^e affected by it Is at liberty to repudiate 
Its proceedings and refuse to be bound by them. 

Where a <*ourt has the parties before it. It must necessarily obtain jurisdic- 
tion so far as to decide as to whether It can entertain the suit or proceeding; 
that is, whether It has jurisdiction of the action. 

King r. Poole, 3G Barb., 242 ; 1 Walts*s Actions and Defenses, p. 45, and cases 
therein cited. 

An act to be criminal must be allege<l to be an offense against the sovereignty 
of the government. This Is of the very essence of crime pimishable by human 
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law. How can an act done in one jurisdiction be an offense against the sover- 
eignty of another? All the cases turn ui)oii the question where the act was done. 

This case is not at all like those where the defendant is tried in England for 
a crime in one of the dependencies of the British Empire. There the act is 
done and the crime is in fact committed against the sovereignty of the British 
Crown, and only the place of trial is changed. If our Government takes Juris- 
diction of this case, it must be not by virtue of any statute, but because it 
assumes general power to punish acts mala in se wherever perpetrated in the 
world. The fact of the party injured can give no additional jurisdiction. 

Such crimes may be committed on the seas, in lands where there are, or where 
there are not, regular governments established. When done upon the high 
seas, they may be either upon our vessels or upon vessels belonging to other 
governments. When done uix>n our vessels in whatever solitary corner of the 
ocean, from the necessity of the case, and l)y universal acceptance, the vessel 
and all that it contains, is still within our jurisdiction, and when the vessel 
comes to port the criminal is still tried for an act done within odr jurisdiction. 
But we have never treated acts done upon the vessels of other govemmeuts as 
within our jurisdiction, nor has such ever been done by any civilized government. 

When an act malum in se is done in solitudes, upon land where there has not 
yet been formally extended any supreme human power, it may be that any 
regular govenuneut may feel, as it were, a divine commission to try and punish^ 
It may, as in cases of crimes committed in the solitudes of the ocean, upon and 
by vessels belonging to no government pro hac vice, arrogate to itself the pre- 
rogative of omnipotence, and hang the pirate of the land as well as of the water. 
Further than this it could not have been intended our statute to apply. 

But here the alleged act was done in the territory of the Russian Empire, a 
regularly organized and acknowledged supreme government The act of embez- 
zlement, if any, was against their sovereignty. That was supreme within its 
territorial limits and in its very nature, and, in fact, is exclusive. There can not 
be two sovereignties supreme over the same place at the same time over the same 
subject-matter. The existence of theirs is exclusive of ours. We may exercise 
f.cts of sovereignty- over the wastes of oceans or land, but we nmst necessarily 
stop at the boundary of another. 

The allegation of an act done in another sovereignty, to he in violation of our 
own, is simply alleging an impossibility, and all laws to punish such acts are 
ne<^essariiy void. 

State r. Carter. Supreme Court of New .Ter.sey. Reported in .3 Dutcher. 409. 
Boales's riiminal Cases, p. 407-400. 

Shanghai, llth Septrmhcr. 

Mr. r.atter said he understood that Mr. Curtis ol>jected to the jurLsdlction 
of the rnmrt. hut for purpos(»s of ar^^unieiit counsel hopeil he would assume 
that the indictment was true. 

Mr. Curtis said he assumed nothing of tlie kind. 

Mr. Latter said lie would take the indictment i)aragrapli by paragraph. l)Ut 
would begin with tlie second paragraph. Now, in face of all tlie details oon- 
taino<l therein, could anyone say that the charge did not arise practically in 
Shanghai? Rut l»efore going any further coun.sel wished to deal with the point 
of law under which he acteil. He hoped they would admit that Bishop's Com- 
mentaries on Criminal Law was considered a standard work in the United 
States. He would therefore (|Uote sections :{24 and .*i25, fifth ed., volume 2 of 
that work, giving the history of the law of embezzlement in the United States. 
He wished to sliow for his present purposes that the English law on the 
(M-inu» of embezzlement was practically the foundation of the American law. 
The object sought for was to make embezzlement a statutory offense. With 
regard to the embezzlement alleged in the first paragraph of the indictment, 
the whole nature and point of the embezzlement was that the original receipt 
of the money was lawful. There was no criminality in the defendant's hav- 
ing collected the money in Port Arthur. He would have committed a breach 
of duty if he had not collected the money. The first iK)ssession of the money 
being lawful, the act of embezzlcMnent must be inferred from his subse<iuent 
con<lnct or admission. The emhezzleiiient c<anni(Miccd with his refusal ti> ac- 
count, and. therefore, in this case, it being his duty to pay over the moneys 
in Shanghai, the actual embezzlement commenced at the moment when he 
refused or was unable to pay over or t«> projKM-ly account to his nnister. ('oun- 
sel then (pioted R. v. Murdoch (18."il, 21 Law .Journal, Magistrate's Cases, p. 21), 
R. r. Taylor and R. v. Hobson, clteii in Rus.sell on Crimes (vol. 12. pp. 466, 
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470, 471). In all of these cases it was decided that in both the place of 
receipt of money and the place of accounting for the money prisoner could be 
tried for embezzlement. Counsel then referred to the common ground that 
failure to account was taken as evidence of embezzlement or as prima facie 
evidence. The real act of embezzlement was when the man was called upon 
to pay and refused to pay. He was supposed to turn over the money at the 
regular and proper time. Counsel then cited a case reported in 30 Law 
Journal, 1800, where the gist of the evidence was the failure to hand over the 
money, and this was held to be sufficient proof of embezzlement. What was 
stated in paragraph 2 of the indictment amounted to an act of embezzlement 
committed in Shanghai. The same argument applied more strongly to para- 
graphs 3 and 4. When defendant delivered his account in Shanghai he was 
not charged with receiving the money but with not paying It over. In para- 
graph 4 it was alleged that defendant had paid three sums of money at Port 
Arthur on behalf of the firm and bad handed in accounts to that effect In 
Shanghai. Such was not the case, and the offense consisted in his stating 
that he had paid the money, and thus fraudulently obtaining credit for it from 
his employers. 

Mr. Curtis pointed out that the counsel for the prosecution had not addressed 
himself to the plea of jurisdiction at all, but confined himself to quoting old 
English cases dating back as far as 1850. and which had reference to offenses 
committed on British soil, and the question of jurisdiction raised did not go 
further than the surrounding counties. This had no bearing on American law 
at all. There had been considerable evolution in the law since 1850 and coun- 
sel had given a mistaken definition of the law of embezzlement. If he would 
read Bishop on Embezzlement he would find it to be a different thing. The 
indictment was ambiguous, loose-jointed, and indefinite. The crime of em- 
bezzlement consisted of an element of appropriating in one*s mind, and when 
a man made up his mind to appropriate then and there the offense was com- 
mitted. In this case if there was any offense it must have been committed 
at Port Arthur and not when the man came down to Shanghai. In other 
words, if the money was sent to Port Arthur and misappropriated there, and 
when the account was made here, to say that the embezzlement took place 
here was purely absurd. He contended that embezzlement occurred when the 
man made up his mind and at the moment when the money was appropriated, 
and not when the account was rendered. 

His honor said he would now pass on to the second indictment. 

Mr. Curtis said that he would demur to paragraph 2, as no demand for the 
money had been made. The indictment was in a measure argumentative and 
that circumstance alone made it bad. It was impossible to prove embezzlement 
without showing that payment had lieen demanded and refused. 

Mr. Latter quoted Archibald on Indictments, in which no mention was made 
that there should be a demand for the money. 

His honor said the indictment in question umst be made more specific. He 
went entirely by the common law, which was the great English law before the 
revolution. The indictment must be made before 24 and 25 Victoria. Under 
the common law it was necessary in the case of indictment to state specifically 
some article embezzled, but now under 24 and 25 Victoria it was sufllcient to 
allege valuable security, but the new act did not apply to the United States. 
The statute under the common law must specify the nature of the property em- 
bezzled. It was not sufllcient to prove that a cheque had been taken unless it 
was proved that the cheque had been cashed and the money used by the defend- 
ant That was his decision as regarded paragraph 2. With regard to the other 
paragraphs, he reserved his decision. 

Mr. Curtis said he would object to any amendment to the indictment. 

The court then rose. 



UNITED STATES CONSULAR COUBT. 

Shanghai, 22d Septemher, 
Before the Hon. John Goodnow, Consul-General. 
Ranger i;. Comstock. 

Mr. A. M. Latter appeared for the prosecution, and Mr. G. F. Curtis for the 
defense. 
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Defendant, by his counsel, having demurred to the Jurisdiction of the court, 
his honor gave the following decision this morning on the question raised : 

Judgm-enL 

The jurisdiction of consular courts is fixed by section 4084, Revised Statutes, 
and is limited to the country where the court is situated. In order to avoid 
conflict of jurisdiction, the jurisdiction of each consul acting Judicially is 
limited to his consular district. In the case of the estate of the late Consul Jones, 
at Chinkiang, the Department of State said : ** The consul at Ghinkiang has no 
Jurisdiction whatever over any property not within his consular district" In 
the case of R. Toulmin, charged with an offense committed in the Canton district, 
it was held that an application for change of venue from that district could not 
be considered. An offense to be Justiciable in this court must be committed in 
the consular district or on a vessel coming to this port 

Indictment 1 charges that defendant admitted in Shanghai receipt of certain 
money in Port Arthur, and did not pay it over, but then and there fraudulently 
embezzled it. Embezzlement implies intention and act. The act evidences the 
intention. Embezzlement takes place where the party having in his possession 
property belonging to another appropriates it to his own use by not delivering 
it to the rightful owner on lawful demand or at the customary time and place. 
In this case Mr. Ranger, in his affidavit, alleges that certain money was received 
in Port Arthur, that defendant was directed in writing to remit and pay over 
the money. This he did not do, but came to Shanghai, where Mr. Ranger 
alleges nn accounting was held and the amount of the shortage fixed. Tlie 
accounting can not be held to fix the place of the offense. The offense alleged 
in this case must be held as taking place in Port Arthur. It Is therefore not 
justiciable here. 

The same reasoning applies to Articles 3 and 4, although these are stated in 
negative form. The amounts said to be falsely charged in account were, it is 
alleged, collected at Port Arthur — not remitted — and the entire transaction as 
alleged, was at Port Arthur. Jurisdiction when Articles I, III, and IV. does 
not lie in this court. 



EXIIIHIT 11. 

UNITED STATE.S v. BHOWNE-BURKE. 

[Offlclal report.] 

Septembeb 23, 1902. 

Alleged embezzlonieut. 

A. J. E. Browne-Burko. attorney at law, was charged with having on the 31st 
August, whilst beinp employed as an attorney by one George Warren, ret*eived 
and collected from the Japanese consulate-general certain moneys, the property 
of the said George Warren, to wit. the sum of ^500 Mexican, and had since 
refused to pay over and deliver the said money to the said George Warren, and 
had embezzled and feloniously taken away the said money. 

Mr. (\ R. Ilolcoml) appeared for the [)rosccution. 

Defendant put in a statement of his account for professional services ren- 
dered to the comi)lainant and for wliich he had never been i>aid. 

Mr. Holcomb said his client desired to have an amicable settlement of the 
matter, hut <lefendant had snhniittiHl a bill containing the most outrageous 
charjres for his services. 

His honor said, ac<'ordinjx to the rules of procedure, as this was not a heinous 
oflfense he could ii'wo the parties an opiK>rtunity to settle the matter outside 
the court, by postponing the case \nitil tiie following day, but unless there was 
a |M)ssihility of a settlement o( this dilbmlty he would proceed with the war- 
rant and try the case. 

Mr. llolconil) said he was prepared to submit the matter of the defendant's 
chaises for wcrk done to an arbitrator. 

His honor said he would fKistpone the case till to-morrow if there was any 
chance of a settlement. At present defendant was under arrest and on his 
own recognizances. 
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Defendant said so far as he was concerned he was prepared to <x)iue to a 
settlement. 

Mr. Uolcomb said he was willing to submit the question of defendant's 
charges to Mr. Curtis as arbitrator. 

His honor said he wished It to be distinctly understood that lie was not 
going to complicate this matter with any other matter. 

Mr. Holcomb said that Mr. Curtis was a new lawyer and had just come to 
Shanghai. He was willing to abide by Mr. Curtis's decision. 

His honor adjourned the case till to-morrow morning. 



UNITED STATES CONSULAR COURT. 

Shanghai, September 2-J. 1902, 

Before the Hon. John Goodnow, consul-general. 

The people of the United States v, Browne-Burke. 

Mr. C. R. Holcomb appeared for the prosecutor, Mr. George Warren. 

The parties having agreed to submit the case to the arbitration of Mr. George 
F. Curtis, attorney at law, Mr. Curtis appeared and read the following award : 

The above-entitled case coming before the said court for hearing the 28d day 
of September, 1902, present the Hon. John Goodnow, consul-general, and Messrs. 
David Lattimore and Charles Sturman, assessors; George A. Derby, clerk of 
the court, and the prosecuting witness in said case, one George Warren, and 
his attorney, C. H. R. Holcomb, and the defendant, A. J. E. Browne-Burke, the 
honorable consul-general in compliance with instructions to do all in his i>ower 
to settle out of court all difficulties between American citizens or cases in 
which American citizens are parties, advised the parties in said case to settle 
the case out of court if it was possible for them so to do. It was then and 
there agreed by said George Warren and his attorney, C. R. Holcomb, on the 
one part and A. J. E. Browne-Burke on the other part, with the consent of 
the court, to arbitrate the case. The said parties thereto finally agreed to 
submit the case for arbitration to Attorney G. F. Curtis. Mr. Curtis agreed 
to accept the duties of arbitrator in said case, and after fully hearing all the 
details of the case and the claims of the resi)ective parties thereto, found the 
following practically to be the state of facts : The said A. J. E. Browne-Burke 
was consulted professionally by the said George Warren in regard to a mis- 
demeanor case against one John Doe, a boy whose true name is unknown to 
the parties hereto, against whom a contemplated prosecution was entertained 
by the siiid George Warren; also in regard to. contemplated proceedings against 
one Perry, on a felony charge; also in regard to an alleged bill of sale from 
said George Warren to his wife; also in the case of breach of contract on the 
part of a Japanese circus troupe, known as the Kanazawa trou|)e, said con- 
tract involving a stipulated i>enalty of $500 Mexican in case a breach of con- 
tract was established by the said George Warren against the said troupe; 
also in regard to an alleged contract for professional services in presenting a 
claim for $103,800 gold against China for alleged damages to said Warren 
during the Boxer outbreak, and purporting to assign to said Browne-Burke 
33i per cent interest in said claim for professional services rendered or to 
be rendered by the said Browne-Burke to said Warren. Concerning this 
alleged contract there was a certain telegram In relation to which the said 
Browne-Burke claimed the sum of $9.28 Mexican. In the Kanazawa troupe 
case Mr. Burke established a breach of contract and collected $422.22 and re- 
tained the whole Of this money for alleged professional services rendered in 
the above said cases. Upon investigation by the arbitrator it was found that 
in the case of the contemplated proceedings against the boy whose name was 
not kno^n by Mr. Burke, as well as in the Perry case, absolutely no legal 
services of any kind whatever had l)een rendered by Mr. Burke in behnlf of 
Mr, Warren. In regard to the alleged bill of sale, the validity of which the 
arbitrator will not pass upon in this report, it was agreed by Mr. Burke and 
Mr. Warren that 25 taels was a reasonable fee in drawing the said alleged 
bill of sale. In regard to the said Kanazawa troupe it was agreed by the 
parties hereto that ^ per cent of the fee collected, to wit, $84.44 Mexican, was 
a reasonable fee, and in regard to the claim of $9.28 Mexican for the said tele- 
^am it was decided by the arbitrator and agreed to by the parties thereto to 
have absolutely nothing to do (being a contingent fee case) with the money 
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collected in the Kanazawa case, and it was further decided by the arbitrator, 
after a most careful consideration of the said contract from a legal stand- 
point, and for the interest of the professional reputation of the said Brown- 
Burke, that the sooner this alleged contract was canceled and surrendered to 
the said Warren the better it would be for all parties concerned. It was tlien 
and there agreed to surrender the said contract to the said Warreu, and it 
was so surrendered to the said Warren, and forever canceled. It was further 
agreed by the said Browne-Burke u\tou the advice of the said arbitrator not 
to press the claim of $9.28 for the above said telegram. Finally it was decided 
by the said arbitrator that the sum of $84.44 in the Kanazawa case and $35 
for the alleged bill of sale, making a total of $119.44, was a fair, just, and 
reasonable fee for professional services rendered by the said Browne-Burke to 
said Warren, and this was agreed to by the parties hereto and in accordance 
with the foregoing agreement. By the advice of the arbitrator the said Browne- 
Burke drew a receipted bill for $119.44 Mexican in full for all legal services 
rendered by him for the said Warren of any nature whatsoever and delivered 
the said receipt to the attorney of the said Warren, Mr. Holcomb, and there- 
upon agreed to pay to Mr. Holcomb, at 10 o'clock on the morning of the 24th 
in tlie court of the United States consul-general at Shanghai, $302.78. a balance 
lawfully due and owing by the said Browne-Burke to the said Warren, and it 
was further agreed by the parties hereto, with the consent of the honorable 
consul-general, that the pending charges against the said Burke be quashed 
and that the costs therein be paid by the said Warren, this upon the advice 
of the said arbitrator after thoroughly considering the facts in relation to the 
said charges and in the interest of the said defendant Burke's professional 
reputation. 

The alx)ve report is respectfully submitted to the Hon. Consul-General John 
Goodnow, this 25th day of September, 1902. 

Geoboe F. Cubtis, 

Arbitrator, 
No, 2 Bund, Shanghai, 

In reply to the court, l)oth the prosecutor and the defendant said that they 
agreetl to the Justice of the findings of the arbitrator. 

Mr. Holcomb in reply to his honor said he had no objection whatever to the 
case against defendant being withdrawn. 

His honor said he had entered in the indictment that the case had been set- 
tled out of court by arbitration. 

The court then rose. 



Exhibit 12. 

UNITED STATES OR COMSTOCK r. RANGER. 

[Official report.] 
UNITED STATES CONSULAR COURT. 

Shanghai, 3d October, 1902. 

Before .John Goodnow, Esq.. United States consul-general (acting Judicially). 

Unite<l States People (S. H. Coinstook pro.secuting) v. J. H. Ranger. 

This was a case in which John Henry Ranger, an American citizen, was 
arraigned for committing perjury to the injury of the prosecutor on a charge, 
l>articulnrs of which have already been published. 

Mr. G. F. Curtis api)eare<l for the prosecutor and Mr. White-Cooper was -for 
tlie defendant. • 

Defendant having been arraigncnl. pleaded not guilty. 

Mr. White-Cooj^r at once raised a demurrer to the complaint on the ground 
tlint the word ** felony " was used to define perjury, which was, he claimed, 
under the common law, a " misdemeanor." 

To this Mr. Curtis replied that he was not prosecuting under the common law, 
but under section 5302 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which 
provides a punishment for the crime of perjury of five years imprisonment with 
liard labor in a penitentiary, and a fine of not more than $2,000, and constitutes 
it therefore a felony. 
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His honor asked what essential diflference the wording would make. 

Mr. White-Cooi)er said he would assume that Mr. CJomstock had prepared his 
charges with the greatest care. He had now come forward and sworn this 
information which contained three strong statements: (1) that perjury had 
l»een committed, which defendant denied; (2) that such perjury had been 
committed in a case entitled the People of the United States of America v. 
Comstock, which defendant denied, there never having been any such proceed- 
ings ; and then he had gone on to make a statement of fact on which he ( Mr. 
White-Cooper) would like to make a few remarks. He srubmitted that this was 
a frivolous and mischievous action. 

Mr. Curtis still maintained that the offense charged was a felony and not a 
misdemeanor. 

His honor again asked what essential diflference an alteration of the wording 
would make to the case. 

Mr. Curtis replied that for one thing it would be an inconvenience to the 
attorney. 

His honor said he would strike out the word " felony," as he did not see that 
for practical purposes it made any diflference. He asked Mr. White-Cooper 
if he objected to the alteration of the words United States People v. Comstock to 
J. H. Ranger v. Comstock. 

Mr. White-Cooper said his client wanted everything tried, but he merely 
wished to have things correct. 

Mr. Curtis maintained that as a matter of fact the proceedings were on the 
file as the United States People v. Comstock. He submitted that the information 
was correct and clear. 

His honor said he did not want his time taken up with technical iwints, 
and he should leave the wording as *' John H. Ranger r. S. H. Comstock." 
Mr. Ranger acted as complainant and as a citizen of the United States in bring- 
ing that complaint. Technically, he supiK)sed, the proceedings should have been 
entitled ** United States People (J. H. Ranger, complainant) v. S. H. Comstock.'' 
Did Mr. White-Cooper wish to move that the charge be dismissed at this sitting? 

Mr. White-Cooper said the course he proposed to adopt was to ask that Mr. 
Comsto<'k be put in the box to answer certain questions. 

His Honor : If you are ready to try the case you can put him in the box, but 
unless you are prepared to go into the whole case I do not propose to take 
testimony. 

Mr White-Cooi)er thought it would be better to deal fully with the case at a 
subsecjuent sitting, and the court fixed Wednesday next for the hearing. 

Before rising his honor remarked that he very much deprecated the entire 
litigation in this business, and that it should have come into the eriminal court 
at all. He deprecated the original proceedings against Comstock, and he 
deprecated now those against Ranger. It was an unfortunate frame of mind 
into which the parties had got, and if there had been more consideration shown 
all around the trouble should out have arisen. Even now, if the got together 
as business men, he thought it might be possible to avoid this waste of the time 
of the court and the matter could be settled amicably. That would save time and 
money for both parties and everyone would be better oflf. He sincerely hoped 
some means might be found of settling the dispute without a criminal action. 

The court then rose. 



UNITED STATES C'ONSUI^R COURT. 

Shanghai, 1th October. 
Before John Goodnow, esq.. United States consul-general (acting judicially). 
Ranger v. Comstock and Comstock v. Ranger. 

In these cases, a settlement has been arrived at by the withdrawal of all 
criminal charges on either side. The following documents have been received 
for publication : 

Shanghai, 7/;^ October, ]902, 
John Goodnow, esq.. 

Consnl-Oeneral United States of America, Shanghai, 
Sir : With reference to the charges of embezzlement of the funds of Andrews 
& George, made by me against S. H. Comstock, I have thought over the matter 
carefully and am willing to abide by the judgment of yourself and other friends 
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who know of this matter. I am, therefore, willing now to state that I do not 
now believe that S. H. Comstock, at any time, embezzled the funds of Andrews 
& George. I do not think that there is, or was, any basis for a criminal suit 
against Mr. Comstock. I am willing to abide by the decision of the proper 
United States court in a civil case to determine all disputes between us, to decide 
on accounts, and to pass on all matters of fact. 

J. H. Ranges. 



Shanghi, 7th October, 1902. 
John Goodnow, esq., 

Consnl-Oeneral United States of America, Shanghai, 
Sir: With reference to the charge of i>erjury now pending in your court 
against J. II. Ranger, in my affidavit, I have thought the matter over carefully. 
and am willing to abide by the judgment of yourself and other friends who know 
of the matter. I therefore ask you to dismiss said case, as I do not now believe 
that J. H. Ranger did commit perjury against me. I am willing to submit all 
di8i)utes between myself and J. H. Ranger, and for Andrews & (Jeorge, to the 
decision of the proper United States court, in a civil case, to determine all dis- 
putes between us, and to decide on accounts, and to pass on all matters of fact 

S. H. Comstock. 



Exhibit 13. 
ANDREWS & GEORGE v. COMSTOCK. 

[Official report.] 

UNITED STATES CONSULAR COURT. 

Shanghai, 14th October, 1902, 

Before Mr. J. Gooduow, consul-general (acting judicially). 

Andrews & George r. S. 11. Comstock. 

His honor said that before this case went on he would like to urge the advisa- 
l>ility of attempting to come to some compromise and to settle the matter out of 
court if possible. 

Mr. White-Cooper, wlio appeared on behalf of the plaintiffs, said he could 
only aj^ree to an arbitration by assessors if the money were deiK)sited in court 

His lionor still urged, for everyone's sake concerned, that the matter be settled 
privately, and not publicly, l)y two as.sessors api)ointe<l. 

Some discussion arose on this point, and the case was finally apix)inted until 
Wednesday morning. 



SiiANOHAi. loth October. 

'i'he i)Iaintiffs' petition in tlie above case has already appeared in these col- 
umns in connection with the <Tinnnal pniceiMlinjjs arising out of the original 
suit, which have since been dropped. 

Mr. Curtis asked the court to call upon tlie plaintiffs to show cause why they 
should not be connnitte<l for contempt for not having produced the documents 
called for at the proi»er time, and for not having made arrangements for the 
defendant to inspect the books, as the court had ruled that the defendant had 
a riglit to do. Counsel therefore asked that the case should not be allowed to 
proceed until defendant had an opportunity of insi>ecting the l)ooks. 

Mr. White-Cooper submitted tliat no notice had l)een given that defendant 
desired to see the books, otherwise he would have been permitted to see them. 
though he was not entitled to see the wliole of the books for the punx)se of 
fishing out a case. 

His honor held that defendant was entitknl to examine the lx)oks, and 
directed that an opportunity be afforded him for that pm-i>ose. 

In reply to Mr. Curtis, his honor said the conrt would take no action with 
regard to the contempt of court. 

Mr. White-Cooi)er. in opening his case for the plaintiffs, said the action was 
for the rec-overy of certain money, being procc*eds of the sale of goods which 
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defendant sold on plaintiffs' account In Port Arthur. Defendant was engaged 
as a clerk by plaintiffs under an agreement dated 1st September, 1901, whlph 
read as follows : 

First. Tbat you devote your entire time and best energies to the promotion of 
our business. 

Second. That you are not to engage in any outside business without our 
written consent. 

Third. All business contemplated by you is to be subject to our approval, we 
having the right to reject any business should we, for any reason, see fit 

Fourth. All orders 8ecure<l by you only to go forward after being properly 
accepted and signed by one of the firm or party holding powers to sign the firm 
name. 

Fifth. All agencies secured by you to be made in our firm name and to be our 
proi)erty. 

Sixth. This contract to be for a i>erioil of three years from date, we having 
the option, however, to discontinue same by giving sixty days' notice in writing 
should we. for any reason, find that the results of your dei)artment were not 
satisfactory. 

You will also bind yourself that in case this contract is not extended at the 
expiration of the three years, or some mutually satisfactory arrangement made 
with you, that you will not, without our written consent, start in business in 
China for your own account, or take employment in any other firm in China to 
carry on a similar business which we may establish through you for a period of 
two years after the expiration of this contract. 

In consideration of the aljove we agree to pay you a salary of taels 100 per 
month. We further agree to credit you with 1 per cent commission on all the 
machinery business which you secure or work up for us. provided we make a 
profit on same not exceeding 5 per cent, and on all such business on which we 
make above 7^ per cent we agree to credit you with a commission of 2^ per 
cent. Our compradore's commission of 1 per cent on all transactions to be con- 
sidered as a fixed charge and to he deducted, in order to figure our net profit 
in all cases. 

Mr. White-Cooper, continuing, pointed out that defendant accepted the agrec- 
hient in writing. His salary was, at the end of 1901, increased by 50 taels, and 
subsequently it was increased to 200 taels per month, as it was found that the 
commission did not amount to much, and it was impossible for the defendant to 
live here on his original salary. Counsel then referred to certain negotiations 
for the alteration of the agreement. Defendant suggested that he should receive 
200 taels i>er month and 10 per cent on the gross profits of the business. This 
was not acceptable to the plaintifTs, and the matter was dropped. Counsel 
would show, by Mr. Ranger's evidence, that owing to defendant's conduct it 
was out of the question to give him better terms for his services. In March 
last "defendant proceeded to the north on the firm's business, and returned to 
this port once or twice for short periods and handed in certain accounts of 
business done. In July defendant returned finally to Shanghai, when he was 
pressed to render his account and to hand over the moneys in his possession. 
And after a good deal of pressure an account was rendered showing a balance 
of over $2,000 in plaintiffs' favor. Defendant was pressed to pay in this money, 
and legal proceedings were threatened, but still the money was not forthcoming. 
On July 4 defendant offered to resign, but expressed his willingness to remain 
for a time to settle up accounts and pay the balance due, but the money was 
never paid, and the defendant returned to Port Arthur, whereupon plaintiffs 
brought an action against him. 

Counsel then read the plaintiffs' petition and the defendant's answer, which 
had already api)eared in these c-olumns. Defendant put forward a counter- 
claim, alleging that plaintiffs were indebted to him in the sum of $3,117, and 
also claiming 10 per cent on the profits of their Shanghai business. The 
counterclaim was made up partly of a claim for salary, partly for cost of 
furniture alleged to have been bought at plaintiffs' request, partly for money 
alleged to be owing to defendant by plaintiffs' manager, Mr. Ranger. Defend- 
ant claimed a 10 per cent sliare in the profits from January to June, 1902. This 
raised the question whether a new agreement had laeen entered into, and to 
shorten the proceedings he would suggest that that point be first settled. 

His honor held that the question of the new contract should be argued to the 
satisfaction of the court. 

Mr. White-Cooper, cc^ntinuing, said that defendant claimed $1,000 for salary, 
and the question was whether there was still anything owing to him and whether 

H. Doc. 665. 69-1 27 
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the other claims umde by hlui were not matters of a purely peraonal nature be- 
tween Mr. Ranger and the defendant, and had nothing whatever to do with the 
present case. C^ounsel then quoted authority to show that a written agreement 
could not be overridden verbally, while he would prove that the original agree- 
ment had never been varied. As to the claim for $1,000 for salary, it would be 
shown that defendant had l>een drawing moneys in anticipation of his salary and 
that instead of the firm owing him anything on that score, it was quite the other 
way. The other claims referred to moneys said to be due by Mr. Ilanger, which 
it would be shown had no l)earing on this case. He understood that probably 
counsel for defendamt would, under instructions, endeavor to daumge the repu- 
tation of the plaintiflPs and their manager, but he was mure the court would know 
how to estimate a case which neede<l to be strengthened in that manner. 

Mr. Curtis asked leaive to make an oi>ening statement of the facts he expected 
to prove on behalf of the defendant, as this was the customary practice in all 
Federal courts of the United States as well as in the States* courts. 

His honor said that such was the case, but as Mr. Whlte^ooper was not 
familiar with the Federal pra(*tice of the United States, and as British practice 
did not permit this, he did not wish to c»onfuse Mr. White-Cooi)er by changing 
the practice to what he was not accustomed to. 

The following evidence was then called : 

John Henr>' Ranger, sworn, stated that he was an American citizen and 
manager of Andrews and (4*H>rge's Shanghai branch. He recognized the agree- 
ment produced made l)etween his firm and the defendant, who was engaged on 
the 1st of Septeml)er, 11K)1. At the end of lfK)l. defendant's salary was in- 
creased by 50 taels, to date from the 1st September, the date of his engagement. 
And thereafter his salary was 200 taels per montli. which was credited to his 
salary acc'ount monthly. Defendant had. besides, a merchandise account and a 
loan account. Witness was not the iKwkkeeper. Defendant was ordered to 
Port Arthur in Marcli to look after the firm's business generally and specially 
to attend to a shipment of copi>er and brass. The question of defendant's com- 
mission was not further dis<*ussed before his departure. All instructions were 
sent to defendant from Shanghai, and by letters and telegrams, except the origi- 
nal instructions, which were given verbally. Defendant was to go to Port Ar- 
thur specially to take charge of a shipment of copi)er and brass. Defendant was 
not given a power of attorney at first, but had one later on. He thought defen- 
dant tnok goods witli liini on his first trip. Defendant made in all six or eight 
trips, lie first roturnwl to Slianghni on the 1st April, and rendereii the first 
jM'count in May. when lie was liere only for a few (lays. Defendant lam-hased 
tlie cf)i)i>cran(l Ijrass at Tort Arthur al>out the end of March. About the same 
time witness contracted tlio sale of them in Shanghai. 

At tills sta;:c tlie court adjourned till the afternwm. 

On rcsnnn'ng. Mr. \Vliite-(\)op<»r wIsIumI to examine Mr. Ranger ,on the ques- 
tion (»f the counter claim, Imt his honor rule<l it out of i)rder. 

Mr. Ranger, cross-examined, said tli/it his firm had an agreiMnent with de- 
fendant at a salary of HM) taels per montli and certain commissions IV- 
fendant's salary was increased to 150 taels by way of Ixmus, but the agreement 
had never l)een altered. 

Ills honor lield tliat it was a change of contract so far as salary wai< 
conceriUMl. 

Cross-examination <'ontinn(Hl: lie paid no commission to defendant on ma- 
ciiinery sold. lMH*ans(» there were no profits. ( Corn^i^ondence relating to a 
transaction in machinery with (leorge II. I*enny & Co. put in.) No profit on 
this particular transaction was cre<lited to defendant, because there was a loss 
on the entire amount of the machinery laisiiu^ss done by him during the year, 
in fact tlie amount of business secured by him was insutticient to meet exjK^nses. 
The njacliinery JMniglit in London <ost £1>7 and was .sold here for 00?^ taels. 

llis lioiior overrule<l a <|uestion i»y Mr. Curtis as to certain iuvoi<-es of goods 
.sold to a Chinaman. 

Mr. Curtis caiied for tlie foreign order i)ook of the firm, so that order No. 24 
in said iKM)k niiglit l»e jjnxiui'CHl, which ccntained a description of the so<la- 
water macliinery sold to one Moy Tay. Consul also called for the letter IxMik 
of th(» firm to be produced, which containeil a letter to George II. Penny & Co. 
asking tliem to send two invoices to the plaintiffs. (The lK)ok was productMl 
and the letter to Messrs. Penny was read, in which it was shown that Mr. 
Ranger, as manager, asked for two invoices to l>e sent, (me of which was to 
be ir> per cent higlit»r than the actual cost price.) (\)nsul then asked for letters 
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received from Penny & Co in response to this letter to them. This was pro- 
duced in court and showed that Messrs. Penny in answer to Mr. Ranger's 
request for two invoices asked what he meant, and wl^ether he wanted the 
invoice for the purpose of showing to customers. Messrs. Penny said that they 
were not accustomed to do this kind of business. 

Mr, White-Cooper objected to the production of these letters, but afterwards 
withdrew his objection. 

Mr. Curtis maintained that if he could show that plaintiffs did business 
with two invoices, one higher than the actual price, then he could prove that 
plaintiffs were swindling. , 

Witness continuing, said that neither the highest nor the lowest Invoices were 
shown to customers. They only exhibited their own invoices, made by them- 
selves. They paid no commission to defendant, partly because no profit had 
been made, and partly because defendant owed them more than they owed him. 
He never represented to defendants that the firm had a machinery department. 
They expected defendant to work up a business in machinery for the firm. 

Cross-examination continued : Are you accustomed to show to unsuspecting 
Chinese merchants who bought good on their own account, at actual cost price, 
paying you 2^ per cent commission, false invoices charging them 15 per cent 
higher together with your 2^ per cent commission? — No; I never do that. 

Mr. Curtis said that for the purpose of taxing the credibility of this witness, 
he wished to produce evidence with regard to a certain contract made by the 
plaintiffs with a Chinese named Yee Chong-mow, for the purcahse of certain 
brass and copper to the amount of Rs. 69,132 and which plaintiffs agreed to 
buy at actual cost on 2i per cent commission. 

Cross-examination continued: He sold copper and brass to Yee Chong-mow 
at actual cost price for a commisMon of 2i \)er cent. He had not the contract 
with him, but he thought he cojild get it. (Counsel here produced the contract) 
This was a true copy of the contract with his signature appended. The following 
occurred in the contract : '* We l>eg to advise having purchased for your account, 
subject in all particulars to our contract with G. S. Friede. of Port Arthur, 
copy of which is herewith attached, a quantity of old metals as follows : 10,000 
poods brass, at Rs. 4.35 f. o. b.. Port Arthur ; 3,900 ikkkIs copi>er, at Rs. 6 f. o. b., 
Port Arthur.'* With regard to commission section 5 of the contract said : " In 
consideration of the al>ove you agreed to pay us 2i per cent commission on 
actual cost price of the cargo landed in Shanghai.'' 

Cross-examination continued. He admitted that the actual cost price of the 
brass was Rs. 4.25, and that he understood that they were to make other profits 
than their commission. 

Did you make other contracts in which you agi'eed to buy at actual cost for a 
commission of 2i, and then you produced invoice charging 10 kopeks additional, 
and then you got your commission on that? — Tlie firm makes it own prices. 
Is there any other case In which the question of false invoice has arisen? 
His Honor. You must give specific cases. 

Mr. Curtis. I will prove that Messrs. Hall and Holtz called several times for 
invoices and could not get them. 
Mr. Ranger said that was nonsense. 

Witness denied that he and the defendant kept house togetlier, sharing ex- 
penses. 

Mr. Curtis said what he wanted to show was that the relation between the 
two parties was that of brotherly friendliness until they got drunk and had a 
row. He also wished to show that these proceedings had not l)een brought 
by Andrews and George, but were the result of Mr. Ranger's aninms against the 
defendant. 

Witness, in further cross-examination said he had never agreed to pay de- 
fendant 10 per cent on the profits. There had been discussions between witness, 
Mr. Andrews, and Mr. George as to whether the business could afford to pay 5 
per cent commission. This was between January and March. The arrange- 
ment was left entirely in his hands by Andrews and George, and while they 
had an understanding as to his interest in the profits, Mr. Comstock had for- 
feited his rights on account of his misbehavior. It was untrue that defendant 
carried through successfully certain litigations at Port Arthur on behalf of the 
firm. He had only initiated the litigation referred to and the matter was then 
left in the hands of a Mr. Pegrovski. 
The court then adjourned till the following day. 



390 INSPECTION OF UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE ORIEKT. 

Shanghai, 16th October. 

The cross-exjimination of Mr. J. H. Itanger was continued by Mr. Curtis, 

He paid Mr. Conistock 100 taels on account of salary on 21st April. They 
had a receipt for it. He did not pay it himself. (The receipt — slip of paper — 
was produced, but his honor said it was not a receipt He gave an order to 
the shroff to pay the money. It was impossible to say whether he was paid 
here or in Port Arthur. If Mr. Oomstocic was in Port Arthur at the time the 
money could easily have been sent him. Mr. Comstock left Port Arthur on the 
9th April, but he did not know when he returned. He did not hear from him 
while he was at Port Arthur, and did not know h^w long he was there. 

By His Honor. Mr. Comstock was in Chefoo on 2d May, but he could not say 
whether he had been to Shanghai or not. 

His honor asked for certain invoices from the plaintiffs, and correspondence 
was also put in the exhibits, and the cross-examination closed. 

Mr. White-Cooper said he would not call any more witnesses. 

Mr. Curtis said that he would like to deal briefly with the case from the com- 
mencement, in order that the assessors might thoroughly understand the liistory 
of the case. He would start from the criminal case. 

His honor said he would not allow anything to be said regarding the criminal 
case just then. 

Mr. Curtis. The i)etition in this case is very indefinite in setting forth the 
venue of the case in Shanghai, that it nowhere stated that Mr. Comstock was 
employed in Shanghai, or that services had been rendered by him In Shanghai, 
or that money liad been paid to him in Shanghai. It spoke of the American 
firm of Messi'K. Andrews & George, of Yokohama and Shanghai. I demurred 
to this indefiniteness and asked for a mordfspecific complaint The plaintiffs 
then brought in a bill of particulars, but it failed to show that this court had 
jurisdiction in the case. I l>elieve Mr. George Is a British subject, and if that 
is so then the firm can no more be called American than British. When they 
put in the bill of particulars I immoiliateiy filed my answer to it with the 
exception of some items. One of these items was withdrawn by the plaintiffs 
and the otlier they failed to prove. We have admitted everything set forth in 
their bill of particulars, except two items, and these have practically dropped 
out of the issue. Now we come down to the cross complaint. The cross com- 
plaint is for tlie payment of services rendered during March, April, May, and 
June, 1!M)2. of a salary of 800 taels. making about ipi.(XK); money owing the 
defendant by the plaintiff, .$1,010; money due from the firm, ^0<^; money 
advanctMi. .^ino.iW); money due from the firm, .$448. That is our claim. We 
expect to show tiie court that tliis case arose not by the direction of Andrews & 
George. l)ut tln-ongh the spite, and malice, and viciousness. and ill-will of Mr. 
Ranger. In this case we expect to show that Mr. lianger and Mr. Comstock 
were on the very best of terms up to the Fourth of July, when they started cele- 
brating tlie national holiday of America, went to excess, and had a quarrel. 
Since that Mr. Ranger lias taken every i)()ssible step to prevent Mr. Comstock 
from obtaining euiploynicnt. He has persecuted him in every jwssible manner. 
He came to this consulate seeking to injure him by playing all sorts of baby 
tricks, and has fallen out with Mr. Lyons for employing Mr. Comstock to go to 
India to sell goods. This suit has delayed Mr. Comsj^ock in starting for India, 
and lias put liim to unnecessary expense, and he has bei^n greatly injured by 
the acts of Mr. Ranger in the case. We expect to prove that Mr. Ranger made 
a contract with Mr. Comstocl^ ; that he agreed to pay him 10 per cent on the 
profits of the business, and when Mr. Ranger says he did not he deliberately 
lies and perjures himself in this court. We can show by his admissions and 
his i)rivate letters tliat there was an agreement made by him to pay Mr. Com- 
stock 10 per cent of profits of this firm, and that the share in the personal 
profjcrty of Mr. Comstock and Mr. Ranger has been retained by Mr. Ranger. 
We have .»^ent for it several times, but have not received it. We know that 
Mr. White-Cooper and Messrs. Andrews & George are honorable gentlemen, and 
I believe that they have been deliberately deceived by Mr. Ranger in this case. 
As an instance of Mr. Ranger's methods, he has admitteii in court that certain 
commissions were to be paid on the actual cost price, and then lie says afterwards 
that he is to have a selling i^rice, and we produce a contract, showing a perjury 
right on tlu^ face of it. He produces one invoice with one price, and another 
invoice witli another price. No lionorable firm would tolerate this. If he 
cheats and lies like this with purchasers of goods, what would he not do to the 
defendant? Mr. Ranger has tlu'ca toned me with personal violence in this case. 



INSPECTION OF UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THE OBIENT. 391 

His honor asked Mr. Curtis to reserve such remarks as that until another 
time. 

Mr. Curtis continued: We have proved that the firm owes Mr. Comstock 10 
per cent of the profit and that there is money credited to his account with the 
firm, and that he advanced certain money to the firm, and that further there is 
a debt owing to Mr. Comstock of |1,010. There is a salary due to him also of 
800 taels. 

Samuel H. Comstock, in the employ of Messrs. E. G. Lyons & Co., San Fran- 
cisco, then gave his evidence. I entered into a contract with the firm of 
Andrews & George to act as their agent for their machinery department. The 
contract was afterwards changed in December, 1901, when I had an increase of 
salary. Mr. Ranger and myself agreed to this change. He agreed to credit 
me with 200 taels for past services. The contract is dated 1st September. It 
was agreed in January that I should have 10 per cent of the profit and a salary. 
Mr. Ranger promised to make a fresh agreement He made one, subject to Mr. 
George's approval. Between the 20th and the 30th January he agreed that I 
should devote my time to the general business, not necessarily to any machinery 
or other department, and I was to receive 200 taels per month and 10 per cent 
of the profits of the firm in Shanghai. That was a definite agreement He was 
to defer putting it into writing until Mr. George's arrival. I applied on the 12th 
July for 10 per cent of the profits in this court before Mr. White and Mr. 
Holcomb. I was Informed that I would have received the profits If I had 
behaved myself, but as I had left the firm I was not entitled to them. I know 
that letters passed between Mr. Ranger and Mr. George (letters produced) on 
the subject of this agreement Up to the 8th of March I received 514.29 taels. 
That did not Include my salary. I drew 400 taels on my salary for January 
and February. There were no loans. After the 8th of March I was not here. 
I made four trips in the firm's Interest to Port Arthur, and was not in Shanghai 
until July. My salary was paid during that time, but I was asked to draw for 
my traveling expenses and the difl'erence would be put to my account The 
accounts show 400 taels, but one of the accounts Is an error. I did not receive 
100 taels. I was not here on the 21st April. The firm owes me 800 taels. Mr. 
Ranger owes me $1,010 (document In Mr. Ranger's handwriting for the amount 
.ianded to the court). I saw Mr. Ranger write that document. I know a Mr. 
Lyons, of the firm of Lyons & Co., of San Francisco, who sent me a draft for 
1500 in December, 1901. The letter (produced) accompanying it requested Mr. 
Ranger to reimburse the firm and pay the balance of some money to me. Mr. 
Ranger said he would liquidate the debt for me, but Instead he credited It as a 
loan from the firm. Mr. Lyons owed me $448, which Mr. Ranger agreed to 
pay, but he has not done so. 

Details were then gone Into with reference to the sharing of a house together 
In Chaoufoong road, concerning which it was said Mr. Ranger owed a balance 
of expenses and had refused to pay. He was given to understand that the 
house was run practically as an annex of the firm and $1,000 would be written 
ofl! for entertaining guests and business clients. CJontlnulng, In answer to Mr. 
Curtis: I^have demanded the 10 per cent profits, but they have refused to pay 
me. Mr. Ranger made a contract with a Chinaman to sell him some brass. 
The contract was at 2i per cent on the actual cost The cost of the brass was 
4.25 rubles per pood ; there were about 10,0(X) poods. The figures should have 
been 4.25, and not 4.35, as stated In the contract. The 4.35 is 10 kopecks more 
than the actual cost of the brass. The agreement with a Chinaman to sell the 
brass at the cost price has not been carried out. 

His HoNOB. The contract shows that they had purchased 10,000 poods, at 4.35 
I»er pood, atd the Chinamen agreed to pay them 2i per cent commission. The 
cost price was 4.25. 

That money was paid by the Chinaman to my own positive knowledge. 

Mr. Curtis. I should like to prove that this whole case was brought here 
out of a malicious grudge against Mr. Comstock. 

His Honor. The court does not care to hear about that. 

Mr. Curtis. You agreed to have the matters in disjiute between you decided 
by arbitration? — Yes ; but he objected to it 

Did he take steps to discredit you with people In Shanghai? 

His honor ruled this and other questions of a similar nature out of order, 
saying that the plaintifl's had not been sued for damages. 

Mr. Curtis finished his remarks by saying that Mr. Ranger had uttered threats 
of personal violence against both him and his client 

The court adjourned until Friday morning. 
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Mr. C'lirtis said he had a question or two to asli of the defendant, but before 
doing that he wished to know whether the invoic*es which the court ordered the 
plaintiffs to produce yesterday, and which was not done, would be produced 
this morning. 

Mr. White-Cooper produced an invoice from (Jeo. H. Penney & Co. 

His honor said that Mr. Ranger had testified that there were two Invoices, 
and he was ordered to produce them. 

Mr. W/hite-Coopeb. One of the invoices is hot in his possession. 

His Honor. The higher or the lower? 

Mr. White-Cooper. The higher. 

His Honor. Mr. Ranger said that there was a higher and a lower invoice, and 
that he gave to Moy Tay his own invoice. 

J. H. Ranger, sworn, stated that he had received two invoices from London. 

Did you ask Penny & Co. to make one invoice 15 per cent higher than the 
other? — Yes. 

Did you say that you made three invoices? — We make our own invoice at 
the selling price. The higher invoice is in the possession of Moy Tay. ^Ve 
charge our own price to the purchaser. 

His Honor. I understand that you have not got the higher invoice. 

Pressed to explain further this third invoice, witness said it went out of his 
possession into Mow Tai's without his knowledge. It had been in the hands 
of Mow Tai. wlio, owing to an arrangement with defendant, refused to give 
it up. He had sent to Mow Tai. but was given to understand he would not 
sun-ender this invoice. 

His Honor. Testify to your own knowledge. 

Witness. I can not testify to my own knowledge. 

Mr. Curtis. Did you say you had no copy of the invoice? — No; the original 
disappeared in some way. 

Mr. Curtis. Is it not rather unusual that when we want the invoice It has 
disappeared? — Yes; it is rather unusual. 

His honor ordered the clerk of the court to see whether Moy Tay had the 
invoice in liis i)ossession. 

S. II. Comstock, in his furtlior examination, said that he had not agreeii to 
forfeit iiis sliare in the ju-ofit owin.i; to liis alleged misconduct. The date of 
the copper and brass contract was tlie olst of March, whicli was e<iuivalent to 
the 18th March hy tlie Russian calendar. Mr. Lyons sent $5()0 from Hongkong 
to Mr. Ranger, with instructions to pay $lM;() to tlie firm and the balance on 
account of his indebtedness, but Mr. Ranger paid in the whole amount to his 
own credit. lie was told by Mr. Ranger that be would be given 10 i>er cent on 
the i)rofits. Mr. Ranger said that be ha<l one-third intercut in the firm. 

Did you tell Mr. Ranger that you did not approve of his method of dealing 
with the customers? 

Question objected to and objection upheld. 

Did you render your account promptly to the firm? — As soon as I returned 
to Shanghai I rendered an account. 1 was here only for four or five^days and 
there could therefore be no delay in rendering accounts. I had a power of 
attorney from the firm to conduct their business in Russia (document read and 
put in). 

Witness, continuing, said that under that power of attorney he engaged In 
litigation at Port Arthur on behalf of the firm, and incurred exi^enses. Some 
of these expenses were paid before he received the ix)wer of attorney. The 
expenses in question appeared in his April and May account, and no question 
was raise<l. 

Mr. Ranger denied that he shared household exjienses with you equally and 
that that was not bis arrangement? — Yes. he agreed to share expenses with me. 

Mr. Curtis. We will prove that Mr. Ranger is a liar and a perjurer if we 
show that lie has sharcnl expenses with tlie defendant. What amount of money 
did Mr. Ranger pay in December, Januar>% and February as his share of the 
expenses? — The expenses fur December came to $428.23. and Mr. Ranger paid 
$132.50. There were some jwrsonal items, but I paid in excess $93.20. The 
total for January was $403.04, but one or two bills had not ccmie in then. Mr. 
Ranger paid $135 as his share. Fel>ruary exj)enses amounted to $390.74, and 
Mr. Ranger paid about $135. There was a bill for $42 for coal made out In 
Mr. Ranger's name, which he declined to pay. and sent the man to me. There 
were other bills made out in Mr. Ranger's name and paid by me. Mr. Ranger 
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had trouble with me on the 4th July. In December I accepted a note of 
Mr. Ranger's for |1,010 in good faith. When I demanded payment he did not 
deny the indebtedness, but simply said " ridiculous." 

Mr. Ranger testified that you claimed 100 rubles as payment made by you to 
influence the court at Port Arthur. 

His honor said that many people claimed to have influence with the courts 
in a good many places, but 999 times out of a thousand it was pure swindling. 

At this stage the clerk of the court returned with Penny & Co.'s Invoice, 
which he got from Moy Tay. 

His honor examining the invoices said that the first invoice was for £97 and 
the second for £110.16. The latter invoice it had been testified to be 15 per 
cent higher. The third invoice was also for £110.16, with interest 12.66 taels ; 
commission, 22.92 taels ; wharfage, 47.50 taels ; total, 998.25 taels. 

In reply to his counsel, Mr. Comstock admitted that there was a mistake of 
100 taels in his counterclaim. 

Cross-examined. With regard to the alteration of the agi-eement of 1st Sep- 
tember you stated that a definite agreisment was made between the 20th and 
30th January, and that Mr. Ranger deferred to put it in writing until Mr. 
George's arrival? — Yes. 

Was any fresh written agreement ever prepared? — Not to my knowledge. 

At any rate it was not signed by you? — No. 

Under the existing agreement of the 1st September you were bound, for three 
years on certain terms. I ask you whether you would admit that any improve- 
ment in your terms would be an act of grace? 

Mr. Curtis objected to the question. 

Mr. White-Cooper said he only meant that there was no consideration. 

Witness, continuing, said that he did make a demand for his share of 
the profits l>efore the 4th July. He claimed ^93 on account of the 10 per 
cent on profits. Previous to the 4th January he was not in the habit of re<»eiv- 
Ing conipradore orders, bec^ause he had a loan from the firm. (Witness was 
here examined at some length on a number of compradore orders drawn in his 
favor.) All the loans he received from Mr. Ranger were by conipradore orders, 
signeii sometimes in his own name and sometimes in the firm's name. The 
check for 225 taels, he presumed had reference to the Lyon's afl'air. 

Did you have a loan of $405 gold from the New York Life Insurance? 

Mr. Curtis objected to the question on the ground that there was nothing in 
the direct examination about this loan. The court had ruled that the plaintiffs 
could not bring for the third time a bill of particulars. The plaintiffs having 
seen the case of the other side were now trying to bring in another bill of 
particulars, which they had no right to do. 

Mr. White-Cooper submitted that in cross-examination he was not bound by 
any questions in the examination in chief. He had a free hand. 

His honor upheld the objection. 

Mr. White-Coopeb. Am I not entitled to any set-off for salary? 

His Honor. You can not bring any new item at this time. 

Cross-examination continued: All vouchers had been tumeil over to the 
plaintiffs. There were no vouchers for many of the items. He doubted whether 
he had any hotel bills. He stayed in more than one hotel at Port Arthur. He 
stayed part of the time in the French hotel and part of the time in a Russian 
lodging house, also in private houses — in fac*t, he stayed wherever he could 
find accommodation. In the French hotel no English was spoken. They had to 
speak through four languages in order to make their wishes known to the 
people. There were no chits there and everything was paid in cash. It was 
absolutely impossible to get any hotel account. He left all the vouchers he had 
at plaintiffs' oflftce on the 4th July, and what other documents and correspond- 
ence he had were turned over on the l.'Uh July, when he received a letter from 
Mr. Holcomb, through the United States consulate, asking him to turn them 
over. Mr. Ranger never pressed him for vouchers. There was no talk about 
vouchers until July. The accounts were rendered month by month except that 
for June. 

Mr. White-Cooper suggested that Mr. A. II. White be called to testify about 
the vouchers. 

Mr. A. II. White and Mr. C. J. Holcomb, on being called, said that they had 
no recollection of having received any documents or vouchers from Mr. Com- 
stock on the date mentioned. 

Mr. Comstock, cross-examined by Mr. White-Cooper, continued : Are not these 
items marked with a cross objected to ? 
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Question objected to. 

Mr. White-Cooper thought he was not debarred from disputing items of money 
alleged to have been paid. 

His honor said that the plaintiffs, in their petition, alleged that the defend- 
ant had collected $4,836.74 and had expended |2,374.53, leaving a balance due 
of $2,462.21. To this defendant said that it was not specific, and asked for a 
bill of particulars. This having been done, it seemed that plaintiffs were now 
. debarred from objecting to the items. 

Mr. White-Cooper said that when the defendant rendered his account they 
were unable to ascertain whether the payments he alleged had really been made. 

His Honor said that the bill of particulars was put in in October. 

Mr. White-Cooper said that this was an action to ascertain the correctness of the 
account, so that justice might be done. They asked that the account be looked into, 
in order to ascertain whether defendant had really paid the money as alleged. 
Defendant, as agent, was bound in the course of his employment to produce bills. 

His Honor thought that the plaintiffs had admitted the correctness of the account 
by putting in the bill of particulars. The court was now bound to assume the cor- 
rectness of the account. 

Mr. White-Cooper said that between the time the petition was presented and the 
time the particulars were delivered they had not an opportunity to vouch for the 
correctness of the account. He thought it was to the mterest of the defendant to 
show his good faith in the matter. During the arbitration proceedings they simply 
took defendant's figures. 

Mr. Curtis said that plaintiffs had put in a rambling petition, showing that they 
were thoroughly at sea in the matter, and their allegations consisted of **at least this 
and at least that," and in face of this indefiniteness he asked for a bill of particulars. 
When this was delivered, defendant admitted everything except two items. Counsel 
did not know what they were driving at bv the line of cross-examination they were 
adopting. It was certalnlv not the way of going about it by putting the defendant 
in the stand and asking him, **Tell me all about my case." The plaintiffs were 
bound by the bill of particulars. After defendant had put in a cross claim, plaintiff 
filed another claim, and they were now trying to find out the case on the other side. 

His Honor said that the petition was filed on the 13th September, when defendant 
asked for a bill of particulars alleging that the statement ^in the petition was not 
enough. On the 18th October the bill of particulars was filed, and this formed now 
the si>ecific ground of the suit. 

His honor, after roviewing tlie facts of the case, said that the court must rule 
that the bill of particulars was an admission of the correctness of the account, 
and excepting tlie sums of .$200 and $200 which were disputed, the plaintiffs 
were estopped from (juestioning the correctness of tlie account. 

The cross-examination of .Mr. Conistock was then continued. Referring to the 
sum of 100 rubles and 120 rubles. \v(M'e these for le^ai expenses? — They were. 

To whom were these sums paid? 

Mr. CuKTis. Tiiey were set forth as ie;j:al expenses and it seems to me that 
they are on tlie same lines as the other items. 

Mr. WiiiTE-CoopEK. We especially excepted these sums. 

Witness said that 10^) rubles was paid to secure the ix>sti)onement of the case. 
He paid it in the presence of Mr. Ligda. who acted as his Interpreter. He 
employed a lawyer who did not accompany him to the court on that particular 
occasion. 

Was it a court fe<*? — Not necessarily. I paid it in cash and had no reason to 
ask for a receipt. 

Were you instructe<l to pay money without re<eiving a receipt?--No. 

Apart from instructions <lid you consider it unne<'essary to obtain receipts 
for payments? — Of that description; yes. 

Why that description? — You will understand that question in Port Arthur 
much better than here. 

Witness, continuing, said that on the other occasion he had to borrow 100 
rubles. He thought 100 rubles would be encmgh and was not prepared for a 
further demand and had to borrow the money from the party who acted as his 
interpreter. 

Would it surprise you to know that the court fee in I*ort Arthur for i>o8t- 
poning a case is only Ks. 5? — I did not understand it as a court fee. I paid 
Rs. 100 and it was not questioned by the phiintifTs. The secH>nd time I paid 
the same annmnt and it was not questioned, either. I was told that It was 
necessary to postpone the case and that it could be arrangeil for Rs. 100. I 
had to employ an Interpreter. 
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You employed a lawyer at that time. Did he advise you to pay this mouey? — 
I understood through the inten^reter that he did advise me to pay. 

Did you pay the lawyer any fees? — I received a letter which I understood 
to call for Rs. 50. I gave an order for it I presume it has been paid. The Rs. 
20 was paid when I was served with a summons. I have no acknowledgment of 
the money. It was paid through an interpreter. 

Why did you not get your lawyer to arrange about the postrwnement of the 
case? — He was not present at the time. I was informed that I had no standing 
in court without a power of attorney and in the preliminary hearing it was only 
courtesy which gave me any standing In court at all. 

His Ho nob. Did you understand that you paid for courtesy? 

Witness. It is a matter of fact. 

Cross-examination continued: Now. with regard to a private letter written 
by Mr. Ranger to Mr. George anent the proposed alteration in your agreement, 
the letter stated that no sooner had Mr. George left Shanghai than you started 
on a new drunk and that things went on smoothly until Mr. George came to 
Shanghai, when he made an arrangement to give you 10 per cent of the profits. 
This Mr. Ranger recommended at the time, believing that you would turn 
out a good man and that you would have profited by the lesson of your first 
experience, but this lasted only a few days, and that Mr. Ranger had there- 
fore told you that you would not be given a new agreement owing to your mis- 
conduct The letter went on to say that you agreed to this and that you were 
full of sorrow for what you had done. Now, you stated In your evidence that 
you never allowed lntemi)eranoe to Interfere with your business. Is that letter 
correct or not? — It Is not correct. 

Were you not living on personally friendly terms with Mr. Ranger at the 
time? — No. 

On this occasion, shortly after Mr. George had left, you said that you' 
had not admitted to Mr. Ranger that you were drunk? — No such conversation 
took place. I never expressed my sorrow or any shame for my conduct. 

Did Mr. Ranger assist you financially? 

Question objected to and objection upheld. 

What had you to do with this copper transaction? — Negotiations had been 
pending for the purchase of this brass and copper between Mr. Ranger and 
Mr. Frlede since the end of 1901. Mr, Ranger went to Port Arthur In the 
matter, but he missed the party who came down to Shanghai at the same time 
that he left for Port Arthur, so nothing was done. When Mr. Ranger returned 
to Shanghai negotiations were continued. On the 8th March witness was sent 
to Port Arthur to Fee the i)rlncipal and negotiate direct with him for the 
purchase of the brass. He met Mr. Friede, the owner of the cargo, and went 
up to Manchuria to see it. He received offer for other metals, which resulted 
finally in a contract for the purchase of this cargo of brass. He prepared the 
contract in English, but unfortunately Mr. Friede did not understand English, 
and the contract had to be translated Into German. They signed both the 
English and the German contract He signed in good faith and It was found 
afterwards that the two contracts differed materially, and that resulted in 
litigation. 

Did you consult the Shanghai firm before you closed the contract? — The con- 
tract was made provisionally and to be closed only after the payment of the 
bargain money — Rs. 5,000. I came to Shanghai on the 5th and reported to my 
principal what had been done, and I understood before I left that the provisional 
agreement was to be ratified. When I returned to Port Arthur, the cargo was 
awaiting shipment i)endlng the question of an advance before shipment We 
made no advances. When the Chinese came to Inspect the cargo, they found it 
defective. When I left Port Arthur, the contract with the Chinese had not yet 
been closed. 

Mr. White-Cooper said he would not cross-examine the defendant on the ques- 
tion of the household expenses, as It had nothing to do with the case. 

Mr. Curtis said that there was an agreement that the firm was to set aside 
$1,000 for household expenses. It could hardly be expected that Mr. Comstock 
with $200 a month could run a house expending $400 per month. Mr. Comstock 
could not be expected to buy champagne, Hennessy brandy, rum, etc., for the 
entertainment of the firm's guests on $200 a month. 

You had conduct of the machinery department of the firm? — ^Yes. 

Under the agreement you were to have commission on the profits, and these 
largely depended upon you? — Yes. 
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Witness (continuing) said tliat he paid tbe household expenses until March. 
He knew exactly how the money was going. Mr. Ranger told him that at the 
end of the year they would charge the firm for entertaining people, as they 
could not do it at their own expense. The proposition came from Mr. Ranger 
to charge $1,0()0. but nothing was paid on account. The entertainment of gueets 
was also in his own interest. He gave up the rooms in July. He was In tbe 
house for two weeks in the aggregate between March and July. 

Reexamined. He was In Russia most of the time between March and July, 
and as a matter of fact Mr. Burniston, a clerk in the firm, was also boarding in 
the house. 

At this stage the court adjourned till 2 p. m. 

On resuming. Mr. Curtis called the following evidence : 

H. J. Burniston, sworn, stated that until recently he was in the employ of the 
plaintiff firm — from 1st April to the 1st September this year. During that time 
he was living with Mr. Ranger. He understood that he was to receive $150 and 
100 taels for household expenses. He never received the 100 taels, which was 
supposed to go to the expenses of the house. 

Did you voluntarily leave the firm? 

(Question objected to.) 

Do you know the general reputation of Mr. Ranger for truth, honesty, and 
Integrity in the community in which he lives? — I know only from general hear- 
say. I can not say whether it is true. 

His Honor. You can not testify to a man's general reputation from hearsay. 

Mr. CiJRTis. The man's general ror>utation and not his character. 

Do you know Mr. Ranger's general reputation as to his honesty and Integ- 
rity^? — I think I heard four or five people 8|»eak about it. 

Have you made application for work in Shanghai, and on account of your 
former connection with the firm of Andrews & George, of which Mr. Ranger is 
manager, it was refused? — Yes ; but it was put in a general way. 

After much pressure and fencing witness said he had heard that Mr. Ranger's 
reputation was not very good. 

Would you believe Mr. Ranger under oath in a case in which he was per- 
sonally interested? — I would rather not. 

Would you say on oath that his ropiitation is not good? — I would rather n(»t. 

Crnss-oxaniined : Wliy not? — Because I would rather not incur anyone's 
enmity. \ can not give the names of those who siwke al)out Mr. Ranger. 

Mr. Wliite-Cooi>er said that this witness had brought very serious imputations 
against one of their witnesses and they were not allowed to know the source of 
his information. 

Do you suggest that your allowance of UM> taels was not paid for household 
expenses? — I did not receive KK) taels. I was alloweii that i^uin for household 
exi>ens€^s. 

I)o you know, or is it within your own knowledge, anything which supix)rts 
tile contention that Mr. Ranger is not to be l)elieve<i upon oath? — No: only from 
what I heard. 

Mr. White-Cooper said that a great deal having been said about the copper 
contract. Mr. Ranger desired to make a statement with regard to that, so that 
the court might understand what to<»k place. 

Mr. Ranger, who was quite inaudil>le. procee<led to give a history of the trans- 
action, when he was cut short by his honor, who said that he did not understand 
all this. 

Mr. White-Cooper sjiid Mr. Ranger only wished to clear his character in the 
matter. 

His himor said that it was allegwl that Mr. Ranger bought at $4.25 and sold 
for $4.:r). 

Mr. Curtis said that Mr. Ranger had already admitted that. 

Mr. Ranger was understood to have alleged that he had no advice from Port 
Arthur tiiat the metal had been bought at all when the contract was closeil here. 

llis honor pointed out the fact that, according to the contract, only 2i jier 
cent commission was to he charge<l. 

Ills Honor. Are you. Mr. Ranger, in the habit of making reckless statements 
of things that you <lon*t know? — Xo. 

Did you say that Mr. Comstock. being the highest mason in the East, this 
court (lares not pvmish him? — Yes. I did. 

Do you know that this is not true? — Yes. 

Did you apoh)gize to me afterwards? — Yes. 
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Did you say that the decision of this court on the question of jurisdiction was 
so outrageous that the American Association were going to take it up? — Yes. 

Have they taken it up? — Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. White-Cooper said that he had been instructeil by his client, tlie senior 
partner of the plalntifTs firm, to say that since the commencement of these pro- 
ceedings matters have come to his knowledge and counsel's knowledge that they 
were not aware of before, and as the case now stood plaintiffs did not propose to 
dispute the defendant's counterclaim, except so far as the defendant had himself 
admitted that the items in question were due and owing by Mr. Ranger, and not 
by the plaintiffs. Plaintiffs were willing to admit, whether legally due or not, 
and they were prepared to pay 1,000 taels salary. As to the second item, the 
money was due by Mr. Ranger, according to the evidence. The item of $500 for 
household expenses counsel had practically nothing to say about it, and he did not 
propose to contest the point. The fourth item, of $159, and the last Item, from 
the evidence, the court would see were matters between Mr. Ranger and the 
defendant. Plaintiffs would pay every claim against them, and the questions 
between Mr. Ranger and the defendants were to be settled between them. 

Mr. Curtis said the $150 Mr. Ranger owed as a member of the firm for his 
share of the household expenses. If they admitted the other items they must 
admit this. Mr. Ranger was trusted because he represented that he had one- 
third interest in the firm and the firm was resiK)nsible to that extent. 

Mr. White-Cooper said that Mr. Ranger's interest in the firm was like that of 
Mr. Comstock. They had only an interest in the profits. 

Mr. Curtis said that as It had been admitted that Mr. Ranger had an interest 
In the firm, it was only right that the firm should pay the debt now. 

Mr. White-Cooper said that they would have an account made and would pay 
the defendant 10 per cent on the profits. The last item of $448 was what was 
known as the Lyons transaction. 

Mr. Remedios, bookkeei)er to the plaintiffs, produced the firm's account l)ooks, 
showing that the Lyons remittance was paid in to tlie credit of Mr. Ranger's 
account. 

After some further discussion about the account, his honor made the following 
order : 

Defendant admitted the claim for $1,880.28. Plaintiffs admitted $1,000, $500 
and 10 per cent of the profits from January to June; 2^ i>er cent on the sale of 
the soda water machine. Tiie question of profits and any other sum drawn by 
the defendant to be submitted to Mr. Eastlack or any other satisfactory account- 
ant. Plaintiffs to pay costs. 

Mr. Curtis thanked the court for the patience show^n throughout such a pro- 
tracted case. 

His honor wished to 'say, as a general proiHisition, that almost all business dis- 
putes could be settled with better advantage to all concerned out of court. With 
all respect to his friends on both sides, he would say that business matters were 
better dealt with by business men. This had been his contention durinp; this 
case and it would be his contention in all such cases. Better arbitrate than sue. 

The court then rose. 



Exhibit 14. 
UNITED STATES v. BROWNE-BURKE. 

[Offlclnl report.) 
UNITED STATES CONSULAR COURT. 

Shanghai, J7th Novctiihcr. 1902. 

Before the Hon. John Goodnow, consul-general, acting judicially. 

United States People v. Brown-Burke. 

The complaint of John G. Russell, l>ar attendant. Central Hotel, against 
A. J. E. Brown-Burke, attorney and counsellor at law, came on for hearing this 
morning. 

Mr. G. F. Curtis appeared for the manager of the Central Hotel, and defendant 
was not represented, either i)ersonally or l)y counsel. 

In the terms of the complaint, John G. Russell " made oath and said that on 
the 11th instant, l)etween the hours of 7 i). m. and midnight, at the Centre! 
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Hotel, Shanghai, an American citizen known as A. J. E. Browne-Burke was 
drunk, and did maliciously and willfully and unjustifiably disturb the public 
peace of the said hotel and grossly insult the patrons thereof. Further, the 
affiant accuses the said A. J. E. Browne-Burke of being a common brawler and a 
public nuisance ; that he has been repeatedly in a state of beastly drunkemie^ 
and did willfully disturb the public peace of the neighborhood of the said hotel 
and grossly insult the proprietors and guests thereof, contrary to the law in such 
cases made and provided, and against the peace and dignity of abiding citizens 
of the foreign settlements of Shanghai. 

Wherefore the affiant prays this honorable court that the said A. J. E. 
Browne-Burke be arrested and tried on the above charges, and if found guilty, 
fined and imprisoned to the full extent of the law." 

At the opening of the proceedings, Mr. Curtis said: May it please the court 
the prosecution in this case is ready, but Mr. Browne-Burke, the defendant, 
has not appeared. 

Mr. A. H. White, deputy consul-general, sworn, deposed that he served the 
summons on the defendant at 2.30 on Saturday afternoon and notified him to 
appear to-day, the 17th November, at 10 o'clock in the morning. 

John G. Russell, bar attendant at the Central Hotel, sworn, stated: I charge 
this man, Mr. Browne-Burke, with insulting the boys in the bar of the Central 
Hotel oh the 11th November, between the hours of 7 p. m. and midnight He 
was under the influence of liquor. This Is not the only complaint I have against 
him, but several times he has caused trouble and behaved himself in a most 
filthy manner In the hotel. 

His Honor. Has he been drunk there more than once? — He has been drunk 
there dozens of times. I have had to follow him out on the bund with a chit 
for him to sign, and he has gone for me with his umbrella when 1 asked him 
to sign it. 

His Honor. Are you jwsitlve he was drunk on this occasion, the 11th of 
November? — Yes, I am iKJsltive. He had had a good supply on him before he 
came In and then he started to drink champagne and Gulnness's stout mixed 
together. • 

His Honor. You heard him Insult guests? — Yes, I heard him use filthy lan- 
guage. 

His IIoNOK. Did lie insult aujbudy else tlie same night? — ^Yes, he called the 
No. 1 bar boy a , and threatened to have him locked up. 

His Honor. You say in your complaint that he has repeatedly been in a state 
of l>eastly drunlvonness in the hotel? — Yes, dozens of times. 

Ills Honor. What do you call a state of l>eastly drunkenness? — Well, when 
a man is not able to walk and does not Ixuow what he is saying and goes about 
the room falling over chairs and tal)les. 

Ills Honor. And Mr. Hrowne-BurlvC lias been in that condition? — Yes. two 
dozen times; and lie lias brought Chinese into the hotel and tried to make them 
as bad as himself. I have always been able to get the Chinese out, though, but 
I have not been able to got him out. As a rule, the Chinese have cleared out and 
left him. 

Mr. Ci RTis. Did Mr. Browne-Burive insult you on the night of the llth 
Noveml)er? — Yos. and he went for mo with his umbrella. 

Mr. Cruris. Have you over heard him offer anyone in the bar money to 
assault anybody else? — Yes ; three or four months ago I heard him offer $30 
to a man in the bar to lidv another man. 

Mr. Curtis. You heard that? — Yes. 

Ilis Honor. Was ho very drunk tlien? — Not so very drunk, but he knew what 
he was doing. 

Mr. CiRTis. Has lie over tried to force his way up to Mr. Campbell, the man- 
ager's room? — Yes, I stoi>ped him myself from going up there. 

Mr. Cl'rtis. lie wanted to go there, although he was told the manager had 
retired for the night? — Yes. 

Mr. CiRTis. Has he ever spat all over the hallway and messed it with spittle 
while ladies were passing? — That is a habit of his. I have remonstrated with 
him alM)ut it. 

Mr. Ci'RTis. Has he ever attempteii to force you to open the barroom after the 
hours pennitteil by the municipal license, and threatened you with personal 
violence if you did not? — Yes. he went for me with his umbrella because I 
would not open it for him. 

Mr. Curtis. And, in fact, he has made himself generally objei'tionable to the 
patrons and proprietors of the hotel? — Yes ; and in fact the best of my customers 
go out of the buffet if they see him In there. 
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HJs Honor. What is your position there? — I am the bar man. 

Mr. 6. A. Derby, marshal of the court, sworn. 

His Honor. I have given you a bench warrant for this man, A. J. E. Browne- 
Bourke? — Yes. and I have inquired at his office for him and they say there that 
he had left for a fourteen days' trip to Soochow and Hangchow. 

Mr. Campbell, manager of the Central Hotel, sworn in reply to Mr. Curtis, 
deposed : I have been having trouble with Mr. Browne-Burke for many months 
past. On nearly every occasion on which he- has come into the hotel he has given 
trouble of one kind or another. He has insulted the visitors and the i>eople in 
the bar, and has been repeatedly complained of. He has refused to sign chits 
for 'drinks that he has had, and when the matter was brought to my notice I 
have ordered the bar man not to let him sign chits at all in the bar. Then he 
came into my office to remonstrate with me and ask me to rescind the order, 
but I declined to do so except on the condition that he gave me his promise to 
sign each chit directly he had each drink. But he refused to give me that 
promise, saying he was too big a man to sign for each drink. I refused to 
rescind the order on account of his conduct generally. When he was in my 
office he told me I was too small a man to be taken into account, and at last I 
had to walk out of my own office and leave him there. That was about a month 
or six weeks ago. On the evening of that same day, after I had retired to my 
room he sent a message up to me by the clerk to say he wished to see me, but 
knowing what he wanted to see me about I declined to go down to him. About 
four minutes later he sent me another message that if I did not go to him he 
would come for me. I was firm, and said I would not see him, and I heard no 
more from him that night, but the next morning the clerk told me Mr. Browne- 
Burke had said that if he had seen me he would have spat upon me and knocked 
me down and wiped the floor with me. 

Mr. Curtis. Do you remember the night of the 11th that he was there? — Yes; 
and I heard the following day that he had been very troublesome. 

Wong Wah, head bar boy in the bufl!et of the Central Hotel, gave brief 
corroborative evidence. 

Mr. Curtis. There are other witnesses here, and in fact their evidence is 
accumulative in its nature with refefince to these charges. Mr. Browne- 
Burke is not represented by counsel, but I would like to state that the plaintiffs 
in this case ask for a bench warrant to be issued against him and that he be 
arrested wherever found and brought here and charged on the evidence pro- 
duced this morning. The complaint was duly served by the marshal, but the 
defendant has deliberately remained away in contempt of this honorable court. 

His Honor. Motion granted. I do not want to pass on this case, if I can 
possibly help it, in the absence of Mr. Browne-Burke, but I shall issue a bench 
warrant for him to be brought here, and then I shall trouble you gentlemen to 
be here again. 

The court then rose. 



Exhibit 15. 
NEE CHANG MOW v. ANDREWS AND GEORGE. 

[Official report.] 
UNITED STATES CONSULAR COURT. 

Shanghai, 18th November, 1902. 

Before the Hon. John Goodnow, consul-general, and Messrs. H. de Gray and 
R, U. Hunt, assessors. 

Nee Chang Mow v. Andrews and George. 

Mr. George F. Curtis appeared for the plaintiff and Mr. C. R. Holcomb and 
Dr. Lamme for defendants. 

The petition of the above-named plaintiffs shows : 

1. That the plaintiffs are citizens of the Empire of China, and the defendants, 
H. W. Andrews and E. W. George, are citizens of the United States, doing 
business under the firm name of Andrews and George, and within the juris- 
diction of the court 
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2. That the plaintiffs complain and allege that during the years August, 1901, 
to October. 1902, and at the various dates herein referred to, the defendants 
held thenmelves out to the world as agents and commission merchants, doing 
business nt No. 12, Kiukiung Road, Shanghai. 

3. That the defendants in the said capacity of agents and commission mer- 
chants represented to the plaintiffs that a certain quantity of brass and copper 
was on the market for sale, and that the said defendants would negotiate 
the purchase of said copper and brass for the plaintiffs in consideration of 
2i per cent commission on the actual cost price of the cargo landed in 
Shanghai. 

4. That the plaintiffs, relying on the honesty and integrity of the said de- 
fendants so held out to the world as agents and commission merchants as afore- 
said, the plaintiffs duly entertained and considered the aforesaid representa- 
tions to buy the aforesaid brass and copper. 

5. That the defendants through false and fraudulent representations which 
the defendants knew at the time to be false and fraudulent, and which the 
defendants made with intent to defraud the plaintiffs, represented that the 
said defendants had bought on account of said plaintiffs. In consideration of 
2i per cent commission on the actual cost price, the following, to wit: 

About lO.OOC) poods brass at roubles 4.35, f. o. b. Port Arthur; about 3,000 
poods copper at roubles (>.(X), f. o. b. Port Arthur; whereas in truth and fact 
the said brass and copper consisted of 15 per cent dirt and lead and other fbr- 
eign matter which the plaintiffs had not agreed with defendants to buy, and 
further, whereas in truth and in fact the actual cost price of said hrass was 
not roubles 4.35, as represente<i by defendants, but was roubles 4.25 per pood. 
Further, the defendants represented falsely and fraudulently that taels 5,000 
was ne<essnry as dei)osit money for faithful performance of defendants' fraud- 
ulent contract with plaintiffs, whereas in truth and in fact the said taels 5,000 
was not required to l)e dei)osited for the performance of said fraudulent con- 
tract, and was not deposited by said defendants. Further, the said defendants 
falsely and fraudulently represented that the freight, petties, and insurance 
on the shipment of the first lot wiis roubles 9G7.13, whereas in truth and in 
fact the defendants fraudulently overcharged the plaintiffs taels 293.73 on said 
freijjht, petties, and insurance. 

The plaintiffs relyin;; upon the honesty and integrity of the said defendants, 
Andrews and Goorpc, as agents and coniniission merchants, and fully helieving 
their false and fraudulent representations as aforesaid to be true, did pay into 
the def(»ndants the sum of taels r»4,(KH).U0 for said brass and copi)er, which 
contained l."> i)er cent of dirt, lead, and other foreign substance; that the 
plaintiffs did pay the sum of roul)les 4.3.5 iier i)ood for the brass, of which the 
actual cost in truth and in fact was roubles 4.25. Further, that the plaintiffs 
did depijsit the sum of taels ."i.OOO for the faithful ^performance of said con- 
tract, wliicli said sum of taels .■),(KM) the defendants did misappropriate, embezzle, 
and convert to their own use. 

That the defendants did pay the sum of roubles 007.13, which was a fraudu- 
lent oviTcliarge of ta(»ls 20.'>.73. wliich defendants misappropriateii and converted 
to their (jwii use. The plaintiffs, because of the aforesaid false and fraudulent 
repivs(»ntations, were damaged by being compelled to pay the different-e in 
exchange, extra interest, cables, insnrance. protesting draft, and other exi)enses 
charged by the Knsso-Chinese Baniv, extra storage whilst cargo was lying in 
dispute, expenses of surveying made by Samuel II. Shorn)ck, c<x)lie hire, and 
not l>eing able to dispose at once of the cargo upon its arrival in Shanghai uimn 
the tlien current mari^et price, and because of damage due to mixed i*ondition 
of r<>|>pcr and brass cargo contrary to defendants' agreement to deliver same, 
all of which af(»resai<l djunages orcnrred between the dates of De<.'ember. 1001. 
and October, 1902, in the sum of taels .^0,881.14, as is more specifically set 
forth in the !)ill of particulars ainiexed hereto and made a part hereof. Wliere- 
fore your p<»tition(M* prays that judgment may be given against the defendants 
ac<nrdingly. with interest and costs: and that he may have such other and 
further relief as to youv honorable court may seem meet: and your i>etitioner 
will ever pray. 

The hill of particulars annex(^l was as follows: 

The plaint ifl's. through the defendants* false and fraudulent rei)resentations, 
which the defendants knew at the time to be false and fraudulent, and which 
the defendants made with the intent to defraud the plaintiffs. 
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The plaintiffs claim and allege tbat tliey are damaged to tbe amomit of the 

items severally following, to wit: 

Taels. 

No. 1. The difference between the false invoice, to wit : roubles 4.35, 
the defendants' alleged price paid for brass per pood for 10.000 
poods, and the actual cost price of same, to wit : roubles 4.25, mak- 
ing roubles 1,000, equaling 945.00 

No. 2. Difference between invoice weight and surveyed weight of cop- 
per and brass cargo, showing 15 i>er t*ent of dirt, lead, and other 
foreign substances 8,974.60 

No. 3. Difference in exchange on due date of draft and date of pay- 
ment of same 898.63 

No. 4. Extra interest at 7 per cent, owing to draft not being taken up 
by due date 514.59 

No. 5. Cables, Insurance, protesting draft, and otlier exi)enses charged 
by Russo-Chiuese Bank 321.33 

No. 6. Two months* extra storage of cargo during the time said cargo 

was lying in dispute 233.20 

No. 7. Expenses of survey made by Samuel H. Shorrock 150. (M) 

No. 8. Overcharge on freight, petties, and insurance • 293. 73 

No. 9. A fraudulent and false charge of the said defendants for al- 
leged tmrgain money which the plaintiffs, believing the said false 
and fraudulent representations to be true, paid the same, and which 
the defendants have not returned 5,000.00 

No. 10. Coolie hire at survey and watching cargo 50.00 

No. 11. Damage sustained by plaintiffs in not being able to dispose of 
the said cargo upon its arrival In Shanghai 10,000.00 

No. 12. Amount lost by plaintiffs through the dirt, lead, and other for- 
eign substances in copper and brass, which a customer of said 
plaintiffs declined to take on account of the said foreign substances, 
and because of the fall in the price of copper and brass at the time 
of this contract with said plaintiffs' customer 1,500.00 

No. 13. The difference between the stipulated agreement made by the 
defendants, to wit : ** Cargo to be delivered In bags In good shipping 
condition and marked so as to be plainly distinguished between 
copper and brass," and the actual condition in which the cargo was 
delivered to the plaintiffs, to wit : The cargo was packed Indis- 
criminately, the brass and copper put together instead of separately. 2, 000. 00 



30,881.14 



The following is the answer of the defendants : 

1. They deny that the defendants are cltls&ens of the United States doing busi- 
ness under the firm name of Andrews & George, as alleged in said petition. 

2. Deny that these defendants or either of them, for the purpose or with the 
intent to defraud the plaintiffs, or at all, made any false or fraudulent repre- 
sentations of any kind or character wherein or whereby they represented that 
they had ever bought any brass or copper for or on account of the said plain- 
tiffs, and deny that they (tliese defendants) made any representations whatever 
other than as hereinafter stated and set forth. 

The defendants deny that any false or fraudulent representations were ever 
made by these defendants as to the requisite deposit of taels 5,000 or as to the 
freight, petties, and insurance on the first, or either, shipment of said brass and 
copper. And deny that the said plaintiffs paid to the defendants, by virtue of 
any false or fraudulent representations made by these defendants, or at all. 
the sum of taels 04,000, or any sum for said cargo of brass and copper. Deny 
that the defendants eml)ezzled or misappropriated the said sum of taels 5,000 
or any other sum. Deny that because of any false or fraudulent representations 
of defendants, plaintiffs were damaged by l)elng compelled to pay difference in 
exchange, extra Interest, cable, Insurance, protesting draft, or other expenses or 
extra storage while cargo was In dispute or for surveying or c(K)lie hire. Deny 
that plaintiffs were damaged by reason of any false or fraudulent representa- 
tion or act of these defendants, whereby the said plaintiffs were prevented from 
disposing of said cargo ui>on arrival at Shanghai or because of mixed condition 
of copper and brass contrary to any agreement of these defendants, and deny that 
plaintiffs were damaged In the sum of taels ;i0,8:iG.14. or In any other sum, by 
reason of any act, statement, or representation of these defendants or either of 
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them, of any kind or character whatsoever ; but, on the contrary, tbese defend- 
ants allege and aver the fact to be that all their acts and the acts of each of 
them was in the most i>erfect good faith, and all of such acts were iierformed 
with the full knowledge, approval, and consent of plaintiffs, and that all state- 
ments and representations as made by these defendants were true in fact, and 
were so known to be true by the said plaintiffs. 

3. And these defendants, further answering, say that during the early part of 
the year 1JK>2 and a long time prior thereto the plaintiffs were dealers and 
workers in metals, and particularly brass and copper, and were as such dealers 
and workers entirely familiar with such metals and the value thereof, and the 
said plaintiffs, l^eing desirous of purchasing certain copper and brass then being 
offered for sale by one M. S. Frietle, at Port Arthur, they (the said plaintiffs) 
did enter Into an agreement with the defendants whereby they (the said plain- 
tiffs) eniployed these defendants as agents to purchase for and on behalf of 
said plaintiffs said brass and copper so held and offered by the said M. S. 
Friede. and the plaintiffs then and there agreed to put up and detK)8it with 
these defendants the sum of 5,(K)0 taels as a forfeit or security that they (the 
said plaintiffs) would cany out the terms of their contract, and did agree 
to pay to these defendants the sum of 2^ per cent upon the cost price of such 
copi>er and brass as commission for their services in and about the negotia- 
tions for and purcliase of the same. 

4. That the said plaintiffs deposited with the defendants taels 3,000, and no 
more, of the said sum of 5,()00 taels so agreed to be deposited. 

5. That these defendants did thereupon procure a contract with the said 
Friede for the purchase of said brass and copper, the terms of which contract 
was at the time well known to the said plaintiffs and by them fully approved, 
and a duly authorized and accredited agent — and as these defendants are In- 
formed and believe — and upon such information and belief allege such agent 
was and is a member of the plaintiff's firm, in the said transaction, which said 
agent and representative of said plaintiffs did thereupon proceed to Port Arthur, 
where, in conjunction with the agent and representative of defendants, the said 
brass and copper was to be, by the terms of said contract of purchase, inspected 
and shipped to Shanghai. 

Ti. Thnt iiiK)n the arrival of a large part or portion of the said brass and cop- 
l»er nt INut Arthur, upon inspootlon, the same was found not to be in accordance 
with the tenns and conditions of the said contract of the said Friede, and there- 
upon these defendants as such agents of the plaintiffs did protest against the 
receipt, acceptance, and shipment of the same, but notwithstanding such protest 
the said brass and copper was shipi>ed and consigned to the Russo-Chinese Bank 
at Shanghai without the knowledge or consent of these defendants — all of which 
facts wore nt tlio time well known to the plnintiffs. 

7. That when the remainder of the cargo of such brass and copper arrived at 
Port Arthur the same was duly inspected by the said plaintiffs, and by them 
accepted as in conformity with their said contract of purchase, and the same 
was thereupon shipped and consigned to plaintiffs. 

8. Thereupon the defendants' agent, with the full knowledge and consent of 
the plaintiffs, drew their, these defendants', draft upon the said plaintiffs In the 
Sinn of (;9,1.3lM1 rubles, in full payment of tlie said brass and copper; but first 
took and received from the Russo-Chinese Bank at Port Arthur what the said 
plaintiffs and the agent of tliese defendants believed to be a good and sufllcient 
guaranteo, wlierein and wliere}>y the said bank, according to the belief and under- 
standing of the parties, was a good and snfticient obligation to save and keep 
plaintiffs harmless from any and all damages arising from or on account of the 
said first shipment of such brass and copper. 

*X Tliat upon the arrival of the said brass and copper at Shanghai, and the 
presentation of the said draft so drawn by defendants, the said plaintiffs refused 
to accept the same, and so continued such refusal until the Russo-Chinese Hank 
at Slianj?hai should enter into an agreement to guarantee the obligation so en- 
tered into by the said bank at Port Artliur, and upon such demand being made 
l»y the said plaintiffs said bank at Shanghai did enter into a written agreement 
to so i;\iarantee the said <>bligation and thereupon said plaintiffs accepted said 
draft. 

10. And these defendants further say that in all the said transactions and in 
all matters in connection therewith they were acting only and solely as the 
agents of the plaintiffs duly authorized, nor had these defendants or either of 
them at any time any interest in or ownership of the said copper or brass or any 
part thereof, or any Interest in the proceeils of the sale thereof, and never acted 
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or pretended to not in any other manner than as the agents of the said plaintiffs 
and for their best interests, and that all such acts of these defendants or either 
of them, and each and all representations of these defendants or either of them, 
were each and all done and made either under the express instructions of the 
said plaintiffs or with their full knowledge, approval, and consent And that 
no money was ever paid or obligation assumed or entered into by these defend- 
ants or either of them as such agents without the full knowledge, authority, or 
consent of the said plaintiffs, nor was the said cargo of brass and copper re- 
ceived, accepted, or paid for by the said plaintiffs until after they, the said 
plaintiffs, had made full and careful investigation and inspection of the same, 
and until the said plaintiffs knew all the facts in reference to the real and actual 
condition of the said cargo. 

11. That under and by virtue of the contract made and entered Into by and 
between the plaintiffs and defendants, they, the plaintiffs, were to pay all ex- 
penses of every kind and character connected with the carrying on of the said 
business, and to pay in addition a commission of 2^ per cent to defendants as 
compensation for their, these defendants', services. 

12. Defendants admit through inadvertence and mistake in rendering the 
account to plaintiffs that there was an overcharge of 900 taels, which said sum 
these defendants have heretofore offered to pay to plaintiffs and now bring the 
same into court and hereby make tender of the same. And of the said sum of 
3,000 taels so deposited by the plaintiffs with these defendants, they, the defend- 
ants, have paid and expended a sum largely in excess of said amount for and on 
account of the plaintiffs in and about said business, all in accordance with 
plaintiffs' agreement with defendants. 

Wherefore defendants pray to be dismissed with their costs and attorneys' 
fees, and all further proper relief. 

The whole of the morning was taken up by Mr. Curtis in presenting his case 
and expatiating upon the facts set out in the petition. 

Dr. Lamme said he had received a notice to produce certain papers, and he 
was prepared to produce anything that could l)e legally demanded, but he 
thought the wording of the notice was most insulting and ungentlemanly. It 
asked for false invoices, which they had not got 

His honor saw nothing wrong with the notice, as it was justified by the evi- 
dence produced in a former case with which counsel was not connected. 

Mr. Holcomb thought it was a piece of impudence to ask for papers at the last 
moment, seeing that Mr. Curtis had the case in hand for the last three weeks. 

His honor called Mr. Holcomb to order. 

Mr. Curtis wished to call several witnesses, but as they were not present the 
court adjourned till the afternoon. 

On the court resuming, the following evidence was taken : 

Max Hoerter stated that he was a merchant and had a conversation with the 
plaintiffs with regard to a draft presented for acceptance. He could not recall 
what passed between them, l)ut the conversation referred to the draft and 
whether the Chipese would accept it or not He advised the acceptance of 
the draft, which was done. He understood that Nee Chang-mow had a deposit 
of taels 1,000 in Port Arthur. If Nee Chung-mow had not accepted the draft 
he would not have to honor it. 

Samuel Shorrock, sworn, stated that he surveyed some 45 bags of brass, 
copper, and dirt. The result showed 12 per cent of lead and 2 per cent of 
dirt Some of the bags were in a bad condition. The brass and copper were 
in the same bags. He would have re(|ulred an allowance if he had purchased 
the cargo. 

Mr. Warner, a mining engineer, said he surveyed the cargo In conjunction 
with the last witness. There was an ajipreciable percentage of lead In the 
cargo of brass and copper. 

S. H. Comstock gave evidence detailing the circumstances which led to the 
making of the contract 

Mr. Curtis produced the contract, which was to the effect that the brass 
and copper were to lie delivered In separate bags and In good condition, and a 
deposit was to be made In the Uusso-Chlnese Bank of o,()Oii roubles. 

Mr. Holcomb also handed In a copy of the contract. 

Mr. Comstock In further examination said, as a matter of fact, he was 
not aware that a deposit of 5,000 roubles had actually been made, nor that 
1,000 taels had been paid to the Russian Government for military protection 
of the cargo of metal. The first cargo shipped at Port Arthur was not up to 
the quality represented. He refused to accept the cargo, under Instructions 

H. Uoc. 665, 59-1 28 
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from the Chinese. The Russian Bank shipped the cai^ to Shanghai without 
his knowledge. He wrote to tlie bank inquiring under whose authority they 
had shipped the cargo, but tlie l)ank never replied to his letter. When a new 
manager took charge of the bank he admitted his predecessor's error in ship- 
ping the cargo. The second cargo was accepted under an agreement that it 
would be guided by the court's decision 'as to the first cargo — whether they 
were entitled to any allowance for bad quality. He did not inspect the cargo 
in Port Arthur. He was sent there to purchase the metal and hand it over 
to Chang Mow. 

By the Court: The agreement that the second lot of the cargo should be 
bound by the same conditions as the first lot was to the effect that if Mr. 
Frieda won his claim, now pending against the defendants for an allowance of 
10 per cent on account of the dirt and lead in the cargo, the defendants would 
pay the full amount. Chang Mow accepted this agreement and had the second 
lot of the metal shipped. 

The case was at this stage adjourned till the following day. 

The case was resumed this afternoon at 2 o'clock, when Mr. Ranger and Mr. 
Comstock were examined at great length. The majority of the questions put 
by counsel for the plaintiff were disallowed and a good deal of the time of the 
court was wasted thereby. The court was still sitting when our report 
left at 4.30. 

Shanghai, 19th November. 

Mr. George F. Curtis appeared for the plaintiff and Mr. C. R. Holcomb and 
Dr. Lamme for defendants. 

On the court reassembling at 2 p. m. counsel for plaintiff asked for the docu- 
ments of which he had given notice to be produced. 

Dr. Lamme said there was absolutely nothing In the contract book with 
reference to the contract In question. 

His Honor. Have you gone through the book yourself? 

Dr. Lamme replied that he was satisfied that there was nothing in it. He 
submitted that his clients could not be asked to produce anything that had no 
reference to this case. 

Mr. Curtis said that in a similar case, regarding the contract in question. 
a member of the defendant firm stated on oath that a document called for was 
not in a certain ])(K)k, which on examination was found to contain the document 
wanted. 

Dr. Lamme produced two contract l)Ooks and submitted that the contract in 
question was not in tlioni. 

Ilis lionor instructed tlic dork of tlio court to examine the books productnl. 

Mr. Curtis said that Mr. llolconil) had testified the previous day that the docu- 
ment wanted was In Port Arthur. He wished now to put Mr. Holcomb on the 
stand, so that lie might say on oath that tlie document In question had really 
been sent to I^ort Arthur. 

Mr. llolconil) reiterated his statement that the document called for had been 
sent to I*ort Arthur. 

Mr. Ranjrer was tlien called and examined. The original invoice was attached 
to tiie draft. He was not present when the invoice was so attached. He bor- 
rower! the original invoice from the Russian Bank, made a copy, and returned 
it to the bank. He had not seen Frieda's Invoice. Mr. Comstock had not handed 
it to him. No invoice from Frieda was ever turned over to his firm. 

Whnt became of the false invoice in whidi the copper was priced at Rs. SSiO 
per i)0(hI? 

Question objected to, and (>l).|ection sustained. 

I'ounscl here put a nuinbor of other ([uestions which were objected to and dis- 
aliowc<l. 

What bcc:nn<» of the orijxinal contract between Frieda and Andrews and 
Gecu'frc covering the purchase of brass and copper? — One copy is In Port Arthur, 
i)ecause Mr. Comstock had a suit on it. I have kept a copy of that c<mtract, 
wliicli was filed in tliis court in a previous case. 

Have you the original of the forged contract executed between Frieda and 
Andrews and Georjie? 

ITis honor said tliere was no use elal)orating on that i)oiiit, as it was thor- 
ouijjlily understood that flu re was a contract Ix^tween the parties, of which 
plaintiff in this case liad been tendered copies, and witness liad testified that 
there was no other contract. 
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Mr. Curtis said if there was no original contract then there was no contract 
at nil. 

His honor said that witness had testified that the original contract was in 
court There was nothing in court except the fraudulent — he said fraudulent 
advisedly — contract. 

Mr. Holcomb said he was instructed to say that the original contract under 
which the contract in question was made was the basis of a suit and filed in 
Port Arthur, which was outside of their Jurisdiction. 

His honor said that it had been just testified that the original contract was 
in court 

Witness. It was used In court. 

Mr. Curtis wished to ask the stenographer to read the notes of the evidence 
of the witness. * 

His honor said there was no need of it. The court quite understood the 
point. 

Mr. Curtis said that the witness had contradicted himself so often. He be- 
lieved that Mr. Ranger had said that the true copy of the alleged contract 
between Frieda and Andrews and George was in file in this court. 

Mr. Ranger said the original was filed In Port Arthur, and a copy was used 
In that court In a previous case. 

His honor said that the court understood that a false contract was given 
to the Chinese, who were cheated thereby of ten koi)ecks. 

Mr. Curtis said he did not know whether there was a true contract in exist- 
ence or not , 

His honor said that it had been testified that the original contract was for 
$4.25 per pood. The last witness said that the original contract was In Port 
Arthur and that the only difference between the two contracts was in price. 

Dr. Lamme said that such was the case. The onl jr^ difference between the two 
contracts w^as that Rs. 4.25 was in one and Rs. 4.35 was inserted in the other. 

Cross-examination (continued) : He could swear that that was the only differ- 
ence in the two contracts. Mr. Comstock was present when he saw the original 
contract, which he afterwards handed to ^Ir. Comstock to take to Port Arthur. 
He had never seen the bills for freight, insurance, and other charges. 

Mr. Comstock, sworn, stated that he had no other credit In Port Arthur than 
the one mentioned. He was authorized to purchase the cargo. 

Dr. Lamme said there was no dispute on that i>olnt. 

Mr. Curtis said that was a ver>' hnportaut i)olnt, as l)efore Mr. Chang Mow- 
had anything to do with the cargo Mr. Comstock went and purchased It for 
Andrews and George under Chang Mow's credit. He usimI Chang Mow's credit 
to buy for Andrews and George. 

Have you any specific authority to make this contract with Frieda? 

Dr. Lamme said that they had already admitted that. 

Mr. Curtis said that the admission hart only been made after they had been 
sued. 

Cross-examination continued. He only made a cursory examination of the 
cargo, as h^ did not consider himself an ex[)ert. Chang Mow made his own 
examination. He simply went to look at the cargo. The man who went with 
him to see the cargo was an expert and the actual purchaser. The draft was 
)X)stdated In order to bring it within the life of the exchange contract. It 
was explained to Chang that the exchange contract made the postdating 
necessary. The draft was drawn on May 7 and dated April 30th. Chang said 
that the second cargo was worse than the first. He was authorized to pay the 
money. He gave a written order to the bank to pay, but he did not think that 
there had been any actual transfer of cash. He was authorized by Chang to pay 
90 per cent All his correspondence were used in the suit of Frieda against 
Andrews and George. They must be In the possession of the court In Port 
Arthur. He knew nothing of the contract with Chang. He understood that 
the man sent by Chang to Port Arthur had full power. When he found that 
a credit had been opened, he concluded that a contract had been made. He 
believed the contract produced was the same as the original one except that 
the price should be f4.25 Instead of $4.35. He wrote the original contract him- 
self. When he left Shanghai, on the second occasion, he understood that there 
was a contract pending with the Chinese. He had a contract with Frieda 
when he came down to Shanghai. He was present at the weighing of the cargo. 
He finished the weighing himself. Each bag was not opened. 

Mr. Chirtis said his point was that Andrews and George had a comi>etent 
man to inspect the cargo, and if he proved that this man did not examine the 
cargo it would go to show that Andrews and George did not do their duty. 
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Mr. Holcomb said that counsel had not pleaded that in his petition. 

Cross-examination continued. He drew the 67,000 taels in payment of the 
cargo. There was a suit pending at the time and some of the money was 
attached. The amount attached was 3,329 roubles and belonged to Chang Mow. 
The money attached had not been released to his knowledge. 

Reexamined. As a matter of fact, the cargo was paid for except 3,329 roubles, 
for which Mr. Frieda brought a suit. Out of the entire sum of the draft, the 
bank paid for everything except 10 per cent on the first shipment, and that was 
the sum for which Mr. Frieda brought a suit and attachment, and witness 
made a claim subsequently that there was a lot of foreign substance in the 
cargo which was not up to quality and that he had a claim for damages. He 
claimed against Frieda for failure to comply with the conditions of his con- 
tract. The arrangement came to was that in the event of Frieda succeeding 
in his suit or attachment witness would drop his claim for damages. But if 
Frieda lost his claim witness would prosecute him for the second shipment 
He made no deposit with reference to the 3,329 roubles attached. When be 
arrived at Port Arthur he understood that a credit had been opened by Chang. 
When he drew for the full amount, 3,329 roubles was part of the credit estab- 
lished. He never had any money of Andrews and George. 

By the Court. He knew from information received that the bank had paid 
the 10 jxn* cent to Mr. Frieda, but could not say on whose authority. The bank 
guaranteed the weight and any expenses on the second shipment 

Cross-examined. He first met Chang in Shanghai, in Andrews and George*« 
oflice. Mr. Ranger was present and one of the shroffs. He could not say who 
Introduced him. The first conversation wa» about brass and copper and he 
took part in the conversation. He understood from Chang that he dealt in 
metal. During the conversation the man was figuring on the shipment of the 
metal from Port Arthur. The man went with him to Port Arthur. To his 
knowledge the man was the principal in the transaction. The first examination 
of the cargo was made in Moukden. Chang Mow's man, Frieda, Fischer, and 
two officers went to Moukden. Chang went there for the express purpose of 
examining the cargo. The examination of the cargo was made by the Chinese 
as representative of the plaintiff, before the contract was made with Frieda. 
There were negotiations and haggling about the price. These continued until 
his return to Shanghai. lie went to Port Arthur again and the Chinese came 
afterwards — three or four days after his arrival. He made no examination 
prior to the arrival of the Chinese. He made no examination because he was 
not an expert and also because the Chinaman was there as an expert and was 
l)iiyiiij: on his own cxnmination. lie was told that he was to be giildeil by the 
Chinese. Th(\v had several interviews about the purchase of the metal in 
which Mr. Ranger was present and sometimes one of the shroffs was also 
present His instruction was that the cargo was to be purchased upon the 
Judgment of the Chinese who went to Port Arthur with him. 

At this stage the case was adjourned until the following day. 

Shanghai, 20th yovemher, 
Mr. (Jeorge F. Curtis ai»peared for the plaintiff, and Mr. C. R. Holcomb and 
iJttctor [-.amine for (lefendants. 

On the case bein^ n^sunied. the following: evidence was taken. 
H. Robertson, wlio had been in the employ of the Russo-Chinese Bank for 
over seven years, said lie had some experience of commercial and banking busi- 
ness. The invoi<e produced was attached to the draft His bank had a great 
deal of trouble* in ^ettin^r the draft to cover all their advances. The bank 
acce|)te(l taels (»4,(Mio in full satisfaction of all their advances, and all documents 
attached to the <lraft were j^iven up on nneipt of the taels 64.0(M). He recog- 
nized the documents produccMl (statement dated the 2()th August, 1002. giving 
the amount of the draft, inten^^t. charjrt^s. etc.. and a receipt for taels ♦U.CiOO In 
full discharge, put in). He had prepared those documents himself. He remem- 
bered Mr. Ran^cer calling at the bank once and jn-otesteil against the payment of 
tlie draft. Some time afterwards Mr. Ranger called again and offered to pay 
the draft, and this was done. A statement was rendereil to Mr. Ranger at his 
recpiest. A discount of taels .'^(H) was given. Chang Mow at first offered taels 
r.:i.(HK). but tinally the matter was settled for taels (U.CKM). Chang Mow hatl 
.iccepted the draft. Chang Mow could not have purchased the metal if the 
bank had not guarantee<l the purchase money. The bank had made good the 
difference in weight of the cargo to the extent of taels 900. The bank acte<l 
very liberally in the matter. 
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Mr. Curtis put in correspondence exchanged between Mr. Holcomb and the 
Russo-Cbinese Bank. 

S. H. Comstoclt, recalled^ stated that no invoice had been given to him. The 
invoice produced was in his own handwriting. It was made out in obedience 
to instructions received from Mr. Ranger. He authorized the bank to advance 
90 per cent on brass only, and the weight to be certified to. The freight was 
included in the invoice, but not the insurance. 

By the Court : He closed the exchange nt the current rate of the day for the 
end of June. The draft was dated the J^th April. It was conceded that there 
was a certain amount of brass with the copper. Witness authorized the pay- 
ment of the advance money after Chung's acceptance of the cargo on the Satur- 
day. Chang only repudiated it on the following Monday. The written author- 
ity was given before the weighing of the cargo when it was repudiated. 

Chang Mow, cautioned, stated that he was plaintiff's partner. He went to 
Moukden with Mr. Comstock and his boy, where he examined the cargo and 
found that there was a considerable amount of dirt and lead in It. He tefuse<l 
to take the cargo. He examined ten bags and found them all right The rest 
he refused to take. He never authorized the payment of the advance money 
except on the ten bags. He did not authorize Mr. Comstock tQ draw. On his 
return he saw Mr. Ranger, who said that the bank made a mistake In shipping 
the first lot of metal. 

The case was then adjourned till Monday morning. 

Shanghai, 24th November. 

Mr. George F. Curtis appeared for the plaintiff, and Mr. C. R. Holcomb and 
Doctor Xiamme for defendants. 

On the case being resumed this morning the following evidence was called 
by Mr. Curtis. 

Chang Mow chow, a partner of the plaintiff, produced a number of samples 
of the brass and copper. 

Mr. Curtis said that they had not contracted to purchase bullets and shells. 

His honor could not see the relevancy of producing the samples, as the con- 
tract did not specify the kind of metals. 

Mr. Holcomb objected on the ground that according to Mr. Comstock's evi- 
dence the cargo was bought upon the examination of the plaintiff. 

His honor did not believe that the samples produced were general samples of 
the cargo. They seemetl to have been picked out. Besides, the condition of the 
cargo had been testified to by two experts, and the court did not propose to 
resurvey the cargo. If both parties wished for another sur\'ey they must appoint 
people to do it. 

Chang Mow -chow, examined by Mr. Curtis, said that the cargo had now been 
In the godowns at Pootung for seven months, and he had not been able to dispose 
of it A large quantity of the metal had been stolen by the coolies on the ship. 
If the cargo had arrived much sooner he would have been able to sell the metal 
for the manufacture of cash. There was a great scarcity of copper at the time. 
They were not minting the cash now, and there was, therefore, no demand at all 
for copper. He had offered the cargo to the Japanese, who only gave ^18 per 
plcul If the cargo was clean. The price of brass was generally Tls. 20 per 
picul, and for copper, Tls. 22 to 25. A certain party agreed to take part of the 
cargo at Tls. 25, but It had since refused to take it He sold the brass to a firm 
in Soochow, and lost Tls. 3 per plcul on the transaction. At the time the copper 
was shipped the market price was Tls. 20, but there was no quotation now, as 
there was no market for It The quotation on the 14th July — the due date of 
the draft — was $20 for copper. Nothing was offering for brass, as there was no 
demand. 

Mr. Holcomb objected to the way in which the other side was trying to assess 
the damages. 

His honor said that so far there had been no evidence as to any objection or 
complaint raised In Port Arthur when Mr. Chang saw the cargo there. 

Mr. Curtis said the contract between Mr. Frieda and defendants stipulated 
that the cargo was to be delivered In good condition. He maintained that the 
cargo was not according to contract. 

Mr. Holcomb criticised at some length a statement of damages put In by the 
defendant. He maintained that his client had not contracted to deliver the 
cargo here at a stipulated time. There could, therefore, be no damages on that 
account If Mr. Comstock had gone to Port Arthur as an employee of the 
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defendants, who were the agents of the plaintiff, and if plaintiff or his repre- 
sentative examined the cargo himself and purchased it, he (counsel) urged that 
the agents had thus stepped aside and the responsibility was entirely that of the 
principal. That was a legal proposition for the court to determine. 

His honor said that the allegation that plaintiff could not dispose of the 
cargo had nothing to do with the defendants unless the inability to dispose was 
due to conditions which plaintiff had not accepted. 

Mr. Holcomb objected to any testimony being taken on the question of 
damages. If the principal had accepted the cargo, the agents were not liable. 
Ci^hat was an important point for the court to decide. 

Mr. Curtis contended that it was Mr. Comstock*s duty to investigate the con- 
dition of the cargo before paying for it The whole of the contract was vitiated 
by the false assertions made by the defendants. There had been deliberate 
misrepresentation of material facts, and in law this vitiated the contract, even 
if they were not aware that their statement was not true. (Authority quoted.) 

After some more argument the court retired to consider the point 

On resuming, his honor intima.ted that the court will hear the testimony sub- 
ject to the objection being argued afterwards. 

(Same date.) 

Mr. George F. Curtis appeared for the plaintiff and Mr. C. R. Holcomb and 
Dr. Lamme for defendants. 

Chang-Mow-chow, examined, said that the bags were marked differently for 
copper and brass. He was told by a Russian at Port Arthur that the price for 
tlie metal was not $4.35 but $4.25 per pood. He spoke to his partner in the 
matter. Nee Chang-mow then spoke to Mr. Ranger, who asserted again that 
the price was $4.35. The contract was chopped by his firm during his absence 
in Port Arthur. 

Some discussion arose as to the alleged advance of taels 5,000, afterwards 
amended to taels 3,000, made by the plaintiff. Finally it was agreed that the 
alleged advance was only a paper traasnctlon, no money having been received. 

Mr. Curtis then put in statements of the cost of the cargo, freight, insurance, 
and other charges, also survey reports and correspondence bearing on the 
subject. 

Dr Rjinsonio. United States moiiieal officer in Shanghai, testified to having 
exaiuinoil Nee Cbi-iing, a witness in tlie case, in his house in No. 39 Rue de la 
Guerre, and found him suffering from fever. Witness was of opinion that Nee 
Chi-iing would not be able to appear for, say, two weeks. Witness did not think 
it prudent to take Nee's evidence on conunissiou at present, 

Tlie court tlien adjourned till the aftern<M)!i, so that Mr. Curtis might put 
in an affidavit as to the evidence wliich lie believed Nee Chi-ling would give if 
he had been present. 

On resuming in the afternoon, Mr. Curtis put in the following affidavit: 

First. That after Nee Chi-linj: discovered that the actual cost price of the 
10,502 poods of brass was not Rs. 4.35 jier ix)od, but Rs. 4.25 per pood, the said 
Nee Clil-lin^. in tlie presence of Chang Mow-chow, a member of the firm of Nee 
Chang-mow & Co.. went to the office of Andrews & George, No. 12 Kiukiang 
road, Shanghai. China, and askd John Henry Ranger, of the firm of Andrews 
& (ieorge. why the said .lohn Henry Ranger had chargcHl Nee Chang-mow & Co. 
roubles 4^^^} i»er iK)od. when the actual cost price thereof was but roubles 4.25 
per IK>0(1, and when the contract between said plaintiffs and the said defendants 
spe^'ified that the said defendants should purchase at the actual cost prit»e for 
said brass, for and in consideration of 2A per cent connnission on the said actual 
cost price: that the said .John Henry Ranger, in the presence of Chang Mow- 
chow and Nee Clii-ling. after being asktnl, as aforesaid, did tell the said Nee 
Chi-ling and Chang Mow-chow that they were mistaken : that the actual cost 
price was roubles 4.35 per iK)od and not roubles 4.25, and that whoever told 
them that roubles 4.'i5 per p(H>d was not the actual cost price had misinformed 
them: that he. tlie siiid .John Henry Ranger, was their good friend, and that 
the said Nee Chi-ling and ('hang Mow-chow believed Ranger's statement, and 
thought he was too courteous and affable to take advantage of them. 

Second. The affiant is further informed, and l)elieves to \ye true, that if the 
said Nee Chi-ling were present in this court he would testify that the said John 
Henry Ranger, upon the draft roubles 09,122.11, being presented to the said 
Nee Chi-ling and Chang Mow-chow adviseil them not to pay the said draft, 
for the reason that the Russo-Chinese Bank had, without authority or war- 
rant, or authorization of any kind or nature whatsoever, shipped the aforesaid 
copper and brass to Shanghai; that the said cargo was not up to the quality 
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specified In the contract between Frieda and the said Andrews & George, and 
not in the condition specified in the said contract ; that Mr. C. R. Holcomb, as 
the attorney for Andrews & George, wrote a letter to the Russo-Chinese Bank, 
Shanghai, alleging the fact that the said cargo of copper and brass was not up 
to the quality specified in the said contract, and that the said John Ranger so 
informed said Nee Chi-ling and Chang Mow-chow that the said C. R. Holcomb 
had written to the said bank, as aforesaid, and that the said C. R. Holcomb had 
advised the said John Henry Ranger not to commit his principals, Nee Chang- 
mow & Co., to honor the said draft, for the reasons aforesaid; that upon the 
advice of the said John Henry Ranger, and the alleged advice given, as alleged, 
by the said attorney, C. R. Holcomb, the said Nee Chi-ling and Chang Mow-chow 
declined to honor the said draft of roubles 09,132.11 ; that the said draft was 
protested before the American and Russian consulates; that about four 
months later the said John Henry Ranger was approached by the said Nee 
Chi-ling and Chang Mow-chow, and they were advised by him to pay the said 
draft in full, together with the costs of the said protests and said interests, for 
the reasons that unless they did pay the said drafts they would lose their 
deposit money ; that the cargo would be sold at auction by the bank, and that 
the letter of credit of Nee Chang-mow & Co., for roubles 70,000, would be drawn 
upon to make good the loss between the price at public auction and the advance 
of the Russo-Chinese Bank and other exi)euses. Further, that if the said 
plaintiffs. Nee Chang-mow & Co.. consented to pay the draft, and did pay the 
draft that the firm of Andrews &. George would api)oint one surveyor and Nee 
Chang-mow & Co. another : that a survey should be held on the cargo landed in 
Shanghai, and that upon the findings and report of the said surveyors they 
would make good the losses and damages sustained by the said plaintiffs, by 
sending the said report to Port Arthur and collecting the money from the Russo- 
Chinese Bank, which said bank had given Nee Chang-mow a written guarantee 
covering any loss by weight and quality ; that believing the representations 
made by the said John Henry Ranger to be true they paid in full taels 64,000 
to the Russo-Chinese Bank, Shanghai ; that the said copper and brass have cost 
the plaintiffs, in addition to taels 64,000, a sum of tael8 3,200 for duty, taels 640 
wharfage dues, and storage to be paid of taels 118.60 per month for seven 
months; further. Nee Chl-ling-will testify that by reason of the acts of the said 
John Henry Ranger, and the negligent carelessness and unauthorized action of 
the said defendants' representative in Port Arthur, and the concealment and 
misrepresentation by the said John Henry Ranger of the true state of the facts 
in the connection of the purchase of the copper and brass, the said plaintiffs 
were damaged, as alleged specifically in the plaintiff's bill of particulars, which 
is made a part of the complaint filed in the above-entitled case; further, that 
Chang Mow-chow does not understand English, and that the said Nee Chi-ling 
has interpreted for said Chang Mow-chow the various transactions in regard to 
the said copper and brass ; further, that Nee Chl-llng will testify that the said 
John Henry Ranger did not present him, through the Russo-Chinese Bank, with 
the invoice and bill of lading, but drew upon the bank for the sum of roubles 
69,132.11 ; that no invoice or bill of lading or copy of fire Insurance policy were 
presented the plaintiff, but, on the contrary, the said John Henry Ranger did 
present the said Nee Chang-mow & Co. with three false invoices, to wit — ^a 
false invoice through the Russo-Chinese Bank, without the seller's signature or 
that of Andrews & George, but an invoice upon which the said bank made the 
payment of roubles 69,132.11 ; second, a fraudulent statement of account from 
Andrews & George, dated May, 1902, was presented to Nee Chang-mow & Co., 
and, third, a fraudulent, so-called invoice through the Port Arthur branch of 
the Russo-Chinese Bank, fraudulent statement of account, founded upon fraudu- 
lent representations of Andrews & George's representative In Port Arthur; 
that Nee Chi-ling will state that he was induced through false and fraudulent 
material representations which the defendants, Andrews & George, knew to 
be false and fraudulent material representations, and which they made for the 
purpose of deceiving and plundering the firm of Chang-mow & Co., and by such 
representations they induced the plaintiffs to enter into a contract in Shanghai, 
on the 9th of April, 1902, which said contract contains on its face false and 
fraudulent material misrepresentations, and which contract the said firm of Nee 
Chang-mow & Co. would not have entered into had not the aforesaid false and 
fraudulent material misrepresentations been made to them by the defendants, 
Andrews & George. 

Mr. Holcomb objected to the afladavit on the ground that Mr. Curtis had not 
stated on oath that he had his information at first hand. 



410 INSPECTION OF UNITED STATES CONSULATES IN THB ORIENT. 

Mr. Curtis said he had the facts from Chang Mow-chow, but some of them 
Nee Chiling confirmed to him direct. 

The court accepted the affidavit after some slight modifications had been made. 

Mr. Curtis then applied for an adjournment of the case until Nee Chiling 
could appear. After some discussion the court ruled that Mr. Curtis should 
proceed with the case. 

Mr. Curtis formally objected to the ruling. 

Mr. S. H. Comstocli, recalled, stated that he went to Port Arthur to do other 
business besides the one which was the subject of the present case. 

Mr. Curtis said that concluded his case. 

Mr. Holcomb then made a motion for a nonsuit on the ground that the par- 
chase of the cargo was authorized by plaintiff as the principal. When the cargo 
arrived here plaintiff was advised by him not to accept the draft, but plaintiff on 
his own responsibility honored the draft against his advice. He (counsel) was 
acting for Andrews and George at the time. 

His honor said that the motion for a nonsuit could not be granted, as the 
court was not inclined to hold that the statement of damages could be entirely 
set aside. 

Mr. Holcomb objected to this ruling, and the court adjourned till the follow- 
ing day. 

Shanghai, 28th November. 

Mr. G. F. Curtis api)oared for the plaintiff, and Mr. C. R. Holcomb and 
Doctor Lamme for the defendants. 

On the case being resumed this afternoon. Mr. Curtis said that the account 
put in by the defendants for expenses In Port Arthur was based upon a fraud- 
ulent contract not denied by the defendants, nor had they put any witnesses on 
the stand to deny it. All through the case Mr. Ranger had sat there and heard 
allegations after allegations charging him with fraud and did not deem fit to 
deny it. Counsel then cited authority to show that the account was not admissi- 
ble as it was not based on any bona fide transaction. In the case quoted, tlie 
supreme court laid down that any fraud would vitiate the most solemn transac- 
tion. By Inserting In the contract that the price of the metal was $4.35 per pood 
was a material misrepresentation of facts. 

The stntcniont of oxixMises incurred by Mr. Conistock in Port Arthur was then 
nc<'ei)to<l by the court subje<*t t(» Mr. Curtis's objcn-tion. 

Mr. llolconih, for the defense, called Friedrich von Fischers, who stated that 
lie was a broker in Port Arthur. He knew Mr. Chang, as he saw him at Port 
Arthur in connection with the purchase of the cargo. lie saw Mr. Chang l)efore 
the purchase of the cargo. Mr. Chang saw the cargo at Moukden. 

Ills lionor said there was nothing in the pleadings that the cargo was at 
Moukden, and he would not therefore allow any reference to Moukden. 

Mr. llolcoinl) sai<l that it had l>e<Mi stated in evidence that they went to 
Moukden to examine the cargo. That was the i)oint of purchase. 

After some further discussion Mr. llolconih took formal exception to the 
ruling. 

Mr. Fischers, continuing, sjiid that he representeil Mr. Frelda In the matter 
of the sale of the cargo, which came to Port Arthur In military carts guarded 
by soldiers. Mr. Chang was in Port Arthur when the cargo arrived. The 
Russian Government refuse<l to allow a se^-ond examination of the cargo l)ecause 
the money had not been paid. However, he succeede<l in obtaining a special 
permission for Chang to examine the cargo again. Chang took sometimes 6 
and sometimes 8 l>ags of the metal from each cart. He examined about 20 
bags, after which he said the cargo was all right. Witness wanted Chang to 
examine more, iait Chang said it was all right. Witness recelve<l payment 
before the cargo was welghe<l out. The next day Chang objected to receive the 
cargo. Put as the cargo had been paid for it was shipped to Shanghai. He 
did not know the price of the metal here. 

The witness was then cn>ss-examin(Hl. but objection was made and sustained 
against most of the questions. 

By the Court. He represented .Mr. Freida in most of his business. There 
had luHMi (»ne division given in the suit in Port Arthur, but it was apjiealed 
against. No decision had yet been given on the apiK?al. 

Mr. Curtis put in an affidavit to the effect that he l)elieveil Nee Chlllng would 
state in evidence that he had never agree<l to i)ay Mr. Comstock's exi)enses In 
Port Arthur. 
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In reply to the court, Mr. Holcomb said that it would take him forty-five min- 
utes to sum up the case, while Mr. Curtis said he would require four hours. 
The court, however, allowed an hour and a half to each party. 

The case was here summed up, one hour and a half being allowed to each side. 

Shanghai, 8th January. 
Judgment 

His honor delivered the following judgment in the above case this morning : 
On April 8, 1902, the following contract was entered into between Andrews 
and George, of Shanghai, and the Nee Chang Mow Hong : 

PoBT Arthur, 18/Sl8t March, 1902, 
This agreement, made the 18/31st day of March, 1902, by and between G. S. 
Friede, of Port Arthur, party of the first part, and Andrews and George, of 
Shanghai, China, party of the. second part, witnesseth: That the party of 
first part agrees to sell, and hereby does sell, to the party of the second part 
certain merchandise, to wit, a certain quantity of used copper and brass 
cartridge shells, amounting to. say approximately, 3.900 poods of copper and 
9,900 poods of brass, on the following terms : Term one. The price of copper to be 
f»ix roubles per pood, net weight, and price of brass to be 4 roubles and 35 
kopecks per pood, net weight, 10 per cent of the copper to be charged for as 
brass, as an allowance for brass shells which may be mixed with the copper. 
These prices are to be f. o. b. steamer at Port Arthur. Weights to be taken at 
ship's side, and both parties to have a representative present to inspect and pass 
on the weights and conditions of cargo. Term two. The cargo to be delivered 
f. o. b. steamer Port Arthur in not less than t\\'o or more than four lots, delivery 
to be made within thirty days from date. Payment, Buyer to open banker's 
credit in favour of seller and payment to be made against surrender of shipping 
documents to buyer's bankers at Port Arthur. Term four. The buyers, if re- 
quested by sellers, agree to an-ange with their bankers to have the latter pay the 
Uussian Government ninety per cent of .the value of goods upon arrival at Port 
Arthur, pending their delivery on board steamer, but any expense incurred by 
such arrangement to be borne solely by the seller. Term five. The buyer to have 
the privilege of designating steamer or steamers by which cargo shall be shipped. 
Term six. Cargo to be delivered in bags in good shipping condition, and marked 
so as to plainly distinguish between copper and brass. Term seven. The fore- 
going prices are net. and free of any other charges or commission whatsoever. 
Term eight The cargo in question is that which was inspected in Mukden, 
Manchuria, on March 9-22/1902. by seller and buyer's representative. The 
agreement to be considered binding on both parties ui)on the deposit of 5.(MK) 
roubles, or a suitable guarantee for that amount by both parties with bankers at 
Port Arthur, as a guarantee of the faithful performance of this contract, said 
5,000 roubles to be forfeited by the party defaulting In the performance of their 
agreement to the other party. In witness whereof both parties have affixed 
their signatures the 18/31st day of March. 1902. 

Shanghai, 8th April, 1002. 
Nee Chang Mow, Esq., President. 

Dear Sir: We beg to advise having purchased for your account, subject 
In all particulars to our contract with Mr. G. S. Friede, of Port Arthur, copy of 
which is herewith attached, a quantltj- of old metal, as follows: About 10.000 
[toods brass, at roubles 4.35 f. o. b. Port Arthur; about 3,900 pv>ods copj>er, at 
roubles 6 f. o. b. Port Arthur, more or less, which, according to our agreement 
with you, you are to receive and pay for as follows : First security. As evidence 
for the faithful performance of this contract, you are to deposit with us the sum 
of taels 5,000. This amount we are to hold as security of this contract until all 
payments have been satisfactorily made by you and the entire purchase landed 
and delivered in Shanghai. As soon as the entire shipment has been delivered 
to you, then we are to return to you these taels 5,000. Second payment 
Further, according to agreement, you are to open a credit with the Russo-Chluese 
Bank in our favour for the amount of the above purchase, so that we may rt»ceive 
payment upon presentation of our sixty-days-after-sight draft on you, with the 
bill of lading attached in Port Arthur ; said draft to be drawn in roubles, and 
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to be retired under contract settled by us for you to-day at 112f with the Rnsso- 
Chinese Bank. Third. Shipment. Your representative to proceed to Port 
Arthur at once, to be present at weighing of the cargo as per our contract with 
Mr. Friede. 

Fourth. Freight, insurance, duties, as well as any and all charges incurred 
after cargo is on board steamer to be paid by us for your account; all amounts 
for these purposes to be paid us by you as required. 

With the exception of roubles 500, which is one-half the amount to be paid for 
military protection by the Russian Goyemment, you are to have no further 
expense in the transaction except actual outlays which it will be necessary for 
us to make so as to deliver the cargo safely in Shanghai. 

All such amounts to be for your account, and to be charged you at actual 
cost ; you to have the benefit of any saving we can make. All such payments to 
be made by us; which amounts you are to reimburse us with at the time of 
payment, if requested. 

Fifth. Commission. In consideration of the above, you agree to pay us 2^ per 
cent commission on actual cost price of the cargo landed in Shanghai. Thank- 
ing you to confirm the al)ove. 

We are, dear sir, very truly yours, 

AI7DBEWS & Geobge, 
J. H. Ranoeb, 

Manaper. 

Andrews & Geoboe, present. 

Deab Sirs : The alK)ve is in accordance with my understanding of my pur- 
chase of old metal through you, and I obligate myself to carry out the agreement 
as set forth. 

Very truly yours. Chop. (Nee Chang Mow.) 

On April 23, 1902, the first cargo of 7.500 poods was forwarded to Shanghai 
by the Russo-Chinese Bank at Port Arthur. Ninety per cent of the contract 
price of the copper and brass said to be contained therein had been paid prior 
to the shipment. The representatives of Andrews & George and of Nee Chang 
Mow protested against this shipment, aiul deolineil to receive It as under the 
eoutmct. Al)oiit April 27, lixrj, the second and final cargo was ready for ship- 
ment, and Mr. Chang Mow testifies that he inspected and agi'eed to receive 10 
cars of it, subject to a discount of 10 i>er cent for lead and dirt Mr. Comstock 
and Mr. von Fischer testify that Mr. Chang Mow agreed to receive all of the 
second cargo, subject to 10 i)er cent discount. The second cargo was shipped 
on April 30, and a draft was drawn for 69,132.11 rubles, as per the following bill. 

Port Arthur, North China, 

April SO, 190S, 
Messrs. Nke Chang Mow, Dr. to Andrews and George. 

Copper - - - 3, 850 poods 10 lbs. 

Less 10 per cent 385 '* as Brass 

3,465 ** 10 lbs. 
at Rs. 6 per pood 20,791 50 

10 per cent Copper as Brass £85 poods. 

1st Shipment April 3, 649 ** 30 lbs 

2nd ** onSOApril 6,567^ ** 10 lbs 

Brass 10,602 ** at Rs. 4,35 

per pood 46.118 70. 

Freight on sav 221 tons at M. $3.00 per ton M. $663.00 at Exchange 

123| * - 535.76 

67,445.96 
Commission 2^ per cent 1. 686. 15 

E. & O. E Rs. 69,132.11 

Exhibit L.— Same as above. 
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EXHIBIT M. 

Mr. Nee Chang Mow, Dr. to the Bnsso-Chinese Bank» 
B. B: Bbls. No. 81. Port Arthur Branch No. 582. 

To yoor acceptance, due 14/7/1902, 

Taels. 
'• Bbls. 69,132.11 at 111 = 

Shanghai Tls 62,281.18 

" Interest at 7 per cent from 30/4 to 26/8= 

117 days 1,397.49 

Balance due 68,678,6 

*' paid Butterfield and Swire Boat Hire on Shells 26/5 68. 16 

** ** American Consul for Protesting Draft $6 10 4.57 

** BussianConsulforProtestingDraftBbls. 208 89 187.75 

" ** for Survey Beport, Fire Insurance, Telegrams and Sundry 

charges 889.81 

(Beceived payment) 

Shanghai Tls 64,328.96 

This was paid on August 20, and both cargoes received by Nee Chang Mow. In 
the meantime Friede had brought suit in Port Arthur for the unpaid 10 per c*ent 
of the first cargo, and Mr. Comstoclv, plaintlflTs witness, testifies that Mr. 
Chang Mow agreed that the discount to l)e taken on the second cargo should 
be fixed by the decision of the Russian court as to tlie first cargo. It Is testified 
that the lower court has decided against Friede, who has appealed, and the 
appeal has not yet been decided. 

The plaintiff sues for damages under the contract, and files the following bill 
of particulars : 

Taels. 
No. 1. The difference between the false Invoice, to wit : Roubles 4.35, 
the defendants' alleged price paid for brass per pood for 10,000 
poods, and the actual cost price of same to wit : Roubles 4.2.i. mak- 
ing roubles 1.000, equaling 945.00 

No. 2. Difference between invoice weight and surveyed weight of <'op- 
per and brass cargo, showing 15 per cent* of dirt, lead, and other 

foreign substances 8, 974. 66 

No. 3. Difference in exchange on due date of draft and date of jmy- 

ment of same 898. C3 

No. 4. Extra Interest at 7 per cent owing to draft not being taken up ' 

by due date 514. 59 

No. 5. Cables. Insurance, protesting draft, and other expenses charged 

by Russo-Chlnese Bank r»21. 33 

No. 6. Two months' extra storage of cargo during the time said cargo 

was lying In dispute 2:^^. 20 

No. 7. Expenses of survey made by Samuel H. Shorrock 150.00 

No. 8. Overcharge on freight, pettles, and Insurance 293.73 

No. 9. A fraudulent and false charge of the said defendants for al- 
leged bargain money which the plaintiffs, believing the said false 
and fraudulent representations to l)e true, paid the same, and which 

the defendants have not returned 3, 0(X). 00 

No. 10. Coolie hire at survey and watching cargo 50.00 

No. 31. Damage sustained by plaintiffs in not bt^lng able to dlsiwse of 

the said cargo upon its arrival in Shanghai 10.000.00 

No. 12. Amount lost by plaintiffs through the dirt, lead, and other 
foreign substances in copper and brass, which a <'Ustomer of said 
plaintiffs declined to take on account of the said foreign substances, 
and because of the fall In the price of copper and brass at the time 

of this contract with said plaintiffs* customer 1.500.00 

No. 13. The difference between the stipulated agreement made by the 
defendants, to wit : " Cargo to be delivered In bags in good shipping 
condition and marked so as to be plainly distinguished between 
copper and brass " and the actual condition In which the cargo was 
delivered to the plaintiffs, to wit: The cargo was packed Indis- 
criminately, the brass and copper put together Instead of sepa- 
rately 2, 000. 00 
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The defendant admitted an overcharge of taels 900 and deposited in court 
$1,195 (taels 900 at 754) on November 18 and $91.14 (taels 68.62 at 74.61) on 
November 19. The other claims of the bill of particulars are combated. 

After patient hearing and consideration of the testimony and argument, the 
court agrees with the contention of plaintiff in specification No. 1 of the bill 
of particulars. It is admitted that a fraud was conunitted on plaintiff by 
defendant, in that a false copy of the contract between Andrews and George 
and Frieda was given to plaintiff on which he was charged and paid roubles 
1,060.20 over and above the true price. He also paid 2^ p^ cent commis- 
sion in the above overcharge, equaling roubles 26.50. He has also paid 7 
per cent interest on this amount from April 30, 1902, to date (nine months), 
equaling roubles 57.05. making a total under specification 1 of roubles 1,143.75 
(taels 1,030.40). Under specification 8 it appears that the frieght, etc (Exhibit 
K), was taels 535.76. It appears charged under Exhibit B 2 as roubles 967.13, 
which at 111 equals taels 871.29, or an overcharge of taels 335.53, with Interest 
at 7 per cent from April 30 to date (taels 17.61), equal to taels 353.14. 

Under specification 9 it appears that taels 3,000 was deposited by plaintiff 
as bargain money under the contract with Friede. It was not so deposited by 
Andrews and George, but Andrews and €^rge put in a counterclaim of 
expenses incurred by order of Nee Chang Mow in defending the suit of Friede 
above referred to, of which counterclaim taels 2,062.29 was allowed by the 
agreed-upon accountant, making a balance due Nee Chang Mow of taels 937.11 
and 7 per cent interest from April 30, 1902 (taels 49.23), totaling taels 986.94. 

Under the specification 2 it appears that plaintiff has paid to defendant 
roubles 6,691.02 at 111 — taels 6,027.95, for which amount Frieile is suing Andrews 
and George, who are in that suit acting as agents for plaintiff. 

While the defendants hold this siun, It is in the nature of a guaranty and 
must stand without any award regarding it until the outcome of the suit of 
Friede v, Andrews and George is seen. 

The court therefore finds for plaintiff in the sum of taels 2,370.48 with 
Interest at 7 per cent from January 1, 1903. Judgment is withheld for an 
accounting of the sum of taels 6,027.95 until the suit of Friede r. Andrews and 
George at Port Arthur is decided. Court costs to be paid by defendants. 

John Goodnow, 
ConHul-Gcneral Acting .Judkially. 

AssentcMl to : 

UoRT. H. Hr NT. 
Harry de Gray, 

AsHitviutcs. 

Ml'. Ilolcoinb said, witli repird to tlie note for taels 8,0()0 given i)y the 
plaint ift\ lie would wish tlie court not to allow the execution of the Judgment 
until the niixc»d court had determined on the merits of the suit which he pur- 
I>osed bringing there. 

His honor disallowed the motion made by Mr. llolcomb. 

Mr. Curtis then formally made the following motion: 

Now comes the plaintiffs in the above-entitled action, and move the court to 
set aside the judgment of the court and of the assessors and grant them a 
new trial on the grounds : 

Fii-st. That the court misdirected the assessors in matter of law arising 
during tlie course of trial. 

Second. That the court erred in decisions of questions of law arising during 
the course of the trial. 

Third. That the judgment is contrary to tlie law. 

Fourth. That the judgment is ccmtrary to the evidence. 

Wherefore the plaintiffs pray that a day certain be set to hear argument in 
supi)ort of the above motion for a new trial. 

His honor said that he would consider the motion for a new trial after 
the c<3sts had !>een put up. 

Mr. llolcomb called the attention of the court to the fact that the brief 
presented by counsel for the plaintiff in the above case had been made public by 
Mr. Curtis witliout consent. During his long practice, extending to over 
twenty years, he had never liad an occasion to call the attention of the court 
to such an occurrence. 

His honor said that he did not care to hear Mr. Holcomb any further, as 
he intended to deal with the matter as it was his duty to do, though a rather 
disagreeabh* duty. He wanted to call the attention of plaintiff's attorney to 
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the fact that matters in tbe brief filed in court had been printed and widely cir- 
culated before tbe ease had been decided. The brief In question was an improper 
one in many respects, and on pages 61 and 62 of the pamphlet reference was 
made to the case of Ranger v, Comstoclc and commented on as if it had any 
bearing on the present case. Lengthy comments were also to be found in other 
pages of the pamphlets. Evidence given in other cases were introduced into 
the present case and commented upon, which was an absolutely improper thing 
to do. Though his experience on the bench here was short, yet he had never 
read more intemperate language than was contained in this brief. It was need- 
less for him to say that such Intemperate language should not be used in court 
If he were to do his duty strictly he should certainly have punished the at- 
torney for the plaintiff severely for contempt of court He must say that in 
this case both Doctor Lamme and Mr. Holcomb conducted themselves as gentle- 
men and had argued the case for their clients as respectable attorneys should 
do. In the publication in question the brief of the defendant's attorney had 
also been inserted without the permission of the court, which was alisolutely 
improper. 
The court then rose. 



Exhibit 16. 

ROLKER V. ROLKER. 

[Official report.] 
UNITED STATES CONSUIJiB COURT. 

, • Shanghai, 20th Novrmhcr, 1902. 

Before John Goodnow, esq., consul-general (acting judicially), and Messrs. 
Dunning and Thompson, assessors. 

Rolker r. Rolker. - 

There were two suits in both of which Mr. G. F. Curtis api»e:ir(Hl for the 
plaintiff, Mrs. Rolker. Defendant conducted his own case. 

Plaintiff's petition in the first case set forth as follows : 

1. That the defendant is a citizen of the United States, and within the Juris- 
diction of the court. 

2. That the plaintiff and defendant were lawfully joined in marriage on the 
12th day of October, A. D. 1881, at Maracalbo, Venezuela, and from said date 
to the month of December, 1901, they lived and cohabited in the relation of man 
and wife. 

3. That in the month of July, 1898, the plaintiff, out of her own separate 
property, lent the defendant at his request $2,000 gold, lawful money of the 
United States of America. 

4. That with the exception of $30.40 gold, lawful money of the Unitcii States 
of America, defendant has not paid the same, although the defendant has 
repeatedly promised in Shanghai to pay the same before he separated and lived 
apart from the plaintiff. 

Wherefore the plaintiff demands Judgment for $1,969.60 gold, lawful money 
of the United States of America, with interest from the month of July, 1898. 
For a second cause of action the plaintiff complains and alleges : 

1. That on the 8th day of August, 1901, the plaintiff, out of her own separate 
property, lent the defendant for his accommodation and at his request, and 
without any time being agreed on for repayment, the sum of $500 gold, lawful 
money of the United States of America. 

2. That the plaintiff has demanded payment of the same, but the defendant has 
not paid this said sum of $500, nor any part thereof, although he has repeatedly 
promised to pay the same in Shanghai l)efore he separated and lived apart 
from his wife. 

Wherefore your petitioner prays that Judgment may be given against the 
defendant accordingly, with interest and costs, and that she may have such 
other and further relief as to your honorable court may seem meet, and your 
petitioner will ever pray. 

An answer was put in as follows : 

1. Defendant admits article 1 of the petition. 
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2. Defeudant admits that he was lawfully married to the plaintiff as alleged 
in article 2 of the petition, but denies that he has cohabited with the plaintiff 
«fter 20th November, 1901. 

3. Defendant denies the allegation set forth in article 3 of the petition, but 
contends that the $2,000 referred to in said article were part of his own private 
property, all of which at that time was standing in the bank in the name of the 
plaintiff because of a trip of the defendant to Central America, and to facilitate 
matters for the plaintiff in case of the death of the defendant. During his stay 
in Central America defendant states that some time during 1896 he did present 
to plaintiff bonds to the nominal value of $600, which later on realized a little 
over $2,000 gold. That of said money $2,000 Mexican were invested by him 
with the plaintiff's consent in stock of the Honduras Trading Company : that 
he at that time conscientiously believed same a favorable investment, having 
himself invested some $10,000 in the same enterprise, but that for causes which 
were l>eyond his control the enteri>ri8e turned out a failure. 

4. Defendant agrees that here in Shanghai the plaintiff has claimed that she 
never authorized such investment, and the defendant because of the disputes 
then existing between plaintiff and himself has stated that rather than have the 
slightest discussion on money matters with the plaintiff he would agree after 
the sale of his Venezuelan bonds to refund to her the money lost by said invest- 
ment, but defendant contends that this, his voluntarj* offer, is no cause to grant 
judgment for such amount. 

5. Defendant states that as he has already paid to plaintiff $90.07 on account 
he is willing and does herel>y confess Judgment in favor of the plaintiff for 
$1,900.93 United States gold, without interest, and is willing to place into the 
hand of the court an order for the sale of sufficient bonds to cover such Judg- 
ment at a reasonjible limit, or to take in this matter such other steps as to this 
honorable court u)ay seem projier. 

For answer of the second cause for action alleged in the petition, defendant 
denies the allegations in articles 1 and 2, and states that plaintiff had no siich 
funds of her private property in bank as alleged, nor did the plaintiff ever have 
any funds in bank in her own exclusive name excepting as explained in article 
3 ; that all funds that were in bank in San Francisco in the Joint names of the 
plaintiff and tlie defemlant wore cither the private proi>erty of the defendant 
or if the stockholders of tlie International Trading Company, and that such 
funds w ore also plaeod in her name only to facilitate matters in case of the death 
of the defendant, who was then leaving on a trip to China, and for any personal 
ex|KMises of the plaintiff and her daughter in excess of the monthly allowance 
which he. defendant, had arranged to be paid to them. 

Wherefore the defendant prays the dei-islon of the ^-onrt in accordaniv with 
this answer, and for other relief. 

Mr. Curtis hrielly explained the circumstances leading up to the case. 

Ill consideration of the money paid into court the first cause of action was 
not proceeded witli. 

IMaintiflf stated in evidence that at the time of her nuirrlage defendant made 
lier a present of furniture: in Anjjust, 1901, she (plaintiff) was living at San 
Francis<'o: she sold the furniture and paid in the proceeds, $000 gold, to the 
joint account of herself and husband at the bank; defendant drew a cheeU for 
{jJ.'fH) on this account, and this was the amount of whi(*h it was sought to enfon-e 
rei>ayment. 

Cross-examined, plaintiff adndtted that before she sold the furniture she cabled 
to defendant at Shanghai and askeil if she should do so, and lie replied yes. 
nlthonjrh the furniture w.is her own. A memorandum produced was in her 
handwriting, and showed the state of the ac<-ount in the hank at the time when 
defendant wrote stating that he was going to draw the $500. Plaintiff had asked 
f(»r the repayment of that money when th(» present suit for divorce l)egan. 
Defendant had pronnsed to repay the nioney. 

Alice RoII<er. daughter of the parties, said her father had .^several times, in her 
presiMice. promised to i)ay the money claimed hy her mother. The promise had 
been made at Markham road. The first promise was made al>out the third 
Sunday aft(»r witness and her mother arrived in Shanghai, which was on 17th 
November last. In cross examination witness said that defendant had once 
written out a note for the payment of the iF2.0(K). about which there was also n 
dispute, hut he did not make it out corn»ctly and her mother tore It up. Defend- 
ant had fre<|uently acknowledged that tlu' furniture was plaintiff's property. 

Defendant gave evidence. He gave his wife, he said, a set of furniture when 
they were married, and another set In 1885. That, however, had been worn out 
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and replaced by otber, concerning the ownership of which no question had arisen 
till this trouble began. The furniture bis wife asked permission to sell at San 
Francisco did not contain a single piece of that he originally gave her. The 
proceeds of the sale were put to the family account of himself and his wife, and 
when he drew the |500 he wrote to her in order that she should not overdraw 
the account. When the dispute occurred plaintiff demanded the return of $2,000 
she said she had lent him. He said he did not owe the money, but at last he 
had said, "All right ; take your money and be finished." He then wrote out the 
note promising to pay the money as soon as he could possibly raise it 

Mr. CuBTis. That note was not accepted ; it was torn up. 

This concluded the evidence in the first suit. 

The divorce suit. 

The second suit, which was for divorce a vinculo matrimonii, was proceeded 
with. 

Mr. Curtis first put in the following aflidavit : 

Mrs. John Henry Rolker, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that she is 
the plaintiff in the above-entitled action : that her sole source of revenue con- 
sists of the defendant's promise to pay herself and daughter's board bill at the 
boarding house. No. 17, Nanking road, and $100 Mexican, for the personal 
expenses of herself and daughter ; that defendant has threatened to break this 
promise 'to pay this board bill and deprive her of the meager sum allowed her- 
self and daughter for personal expenses, and force her to earn her own living 
even if it were necessary for her to scrub floors to do so. 

Wherefore the plaintiff prays this honorable court that she be allowed $200 
gold a month, for herself and daughter, pending the trial of this action, and $200 
gold, counsel fees to prosecute her suit for divorce. 

Defendant did not object to the counsel's fee, as Mr. Curtis had behaved very 
nicely in the matter. The payments to the wife and daughter were already 
being made. 

The order was made accordingly. 

The first and second paragraphs of plaintiff's petition were the same as in 
the first petition. The others set forth : 

3. That from the 12th day of October, 1881, to about June, 1882, the plaintiff 
and defendant lived together in Maracaibo, Venezuela, and from about June, 
1882, to August, 1899, they lived together in New York, and from about August, 
1899, to November, 1900, they lived together in San Francisco, and from the 17th 
day of November, 1901, to the date of filing of this petition and at the present 
time, the plaintiff and defendant with the exception of about three weeks, dating 
from the said 17th day of November, 1901, have not lived and cohabited together 
in the relation of husband and wife. That the plaintiff has by the defendant 
an infant daughter, Alice Rolker. That the plaintiff and said daughter reside 
at No. 17 Nanking road, in the city of Shanghai, and the defendant resides at 
No. 33 Kiangse road. That the plaintiff has resided constantly and uninterrupt- 
edly in the said city of Shanghai since the said 17th day of November, 1901, to 
the present time, and that the defendant has resided constantly and uninterrupt- 
edly in the said city of Shanghai from about the — day of December, 1900, to 
the present time. 

4. That the defendant is tlie manager of the American firm of Castle Brothers, 
and receives the salary from said firm of $400 gold a month, in lawful money of 
the United States, or its equivalent in Mexican dollars, together with a certain 
interest in the profits of the said business. 

5. That the plaintiff hath In all respects demeaned herself as a kind and 
affectionate wife, and although by the laws of God, as well as by the mutual 
vows plighted to each other, they were bound to that uniform constancy and 
regard which ought to be inseparable from the marriage state, yet so It Is that 
the said defendant, John Henry Rolker. In violation of his marriage vow. as well 
as of the laws of the United States of America, has offered such Indignities to 
the i>er8on of the plaintiff as to render her condition intolerable and her life 
burdensome. That the defendant did no the 2d day of April, 1902, willfully, 
maliciously, and brutally commit an assault and battery upon the plaintiff, to 
wit, that he did then and there on the said 2d day of April, 1902, in a violent 
and threatening manner, and towering rage, attempt to choke the said plaintiff ; 
that he had the present ability then and there to carry out his said threats; 
that he did then and there in a violent, willful, and unlawful manner use force 
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and laid violent hands upon the person of the plaintiff and attempted to eject 
her from her home. That the defendant has, repeatedly, since the said 2d day 
of April, 1902, threatened to kill the plaintiff, and by cruel and barbarous treat- 
ment the defendant has endangered plaintiff's life. In consequence of the said 
brutal assault and battery, and of the said cruel 'and barbarous treatment and 
of the said threats against the life of the plaintiff, the plaintiff lives in daily 
fear of great bodily harm at the hands of the defendant, and suffers great 
mental stress and anguish. 

Tlie plaintiff bases this petition for divorce " a vinculo matrimonii " on cruel, 
l)nital, and inhuman treatment, endangering plaintiff's life, and upon such indig- 
nities offered to the person of the plaintiff as to render her condition Intolerable 
and her life burdensome. 

Wherefore the plaintiff prays that a -decree of this honorable court may be 
made for divorcing her, the said plaintiff, Mrs. John Henry Rolker, from the 
bonds of matrimony as if she had never been married, and also allowing her 
such alimony as the said defendant's, John Henry Rolker's, circumstances will 
.admit of, and also for the custody of the said infant daughter, Alice Rolker. also 
for $200 gold, counsel fees in this suit, and for such other and further relief as 
to the court seems meet and Just. 

Mr. Curtis reniarke<l at the outset that plaintiff desired to withdraw a pre- 
vious petition for divorce and substitute this one, of which a copy had been 
served on defendant. No good could come to either of the parties by forcing 
the original complaint, and defendant was willing to accept the service of the 
amendeil complaint. 

Dkfendant. I re(iuest. your honor, that that be done. 

His Honor. I grant it. though it is ver>* Irregular, pro bono publico. I under- 
stand that the time for answering this original complaint has passed long ago, 
but it is a case of inibllc morals and the good of the community, and I grant 
the application to proceed with the new i)etlti(m. 

Mr. Curtis read the petition, and then remarked that a question might arise 
as to the authority of tlie United States consular court to grant divorces. 
Unfortunately he had l>een so presse<l with another case before the court that 
he had not l)een able to prepare a brief, but would briefly outline his authority 
for maintaining that tlie court had jurisdiction. Under section 1482 of the 
Reviso<l Statutes of the United States (second edition, 1878) it was provided 
tliat any persons could marry in a foreign country before a mnsular official 
wlio could be legally marrie<l under tiie laws of the District of Columbia. From 
this Mr. Curtis argued that divorces in consular wmrts would also come under 
the laws of Columbia. The territory of Ccihunbia was not a self-governing body. 

Ills IIoNoK. It is governed by the statutes of the United States and also by 
statutes of the District of Columbia. There is no question of the application of 
the statutes of the T'nite<l States to consular courts, but there Is a question in 
my mind as to tlu' special laws of the District (»f Columbia. 

It was decided that the question of the court's jurisdiction should l)e waived 
temporarily and that the case should proceed, the fact l)eing kept in mind that 
a denial of the petition miglit c<»nie about on this ground. 

Defendant was asked for his answer to the petition and at first refused to 
pro(lu<e one. 

His honor iM)inte«l out that if no answer was fortliconiing the conqdaint was 
admitted. 

Defendant said lie did not understand that and producecl the fidlowing 
answer : 

1. D(»fendant admits articles 1, '2. :\. and 4 of the petition, excepting that he 
deni«'s having cohal)iled witli the plaintiff after Noveml>er 20. 1901. 

2. Defendant denies all<*^ati<Mis set forth in article Ti of said petition as abso- 
lutely false ill .spirit and facts. 

PlMintilT stated that from the time of her marriage in 1881 up till the time 
mentioned in the complaint she liad cohal)ited with her husband. She liad 
always demeaned herself pn^n'rly toward him. and b(»en his affe<*tionato wife. 
Slie h.id denied herself things on his account at a time when tliey had to wono- 
mize. lie (•aine to Shaimhai lu'fjnv her, and when she arrived she found he had 
entin»ly chaiige<l. From the very tirst he was cursing, finding fault, and fight- 
ing h<M-. Things came to a rrisis cm the 2d of April, wlien he threatened to 
throw her into the cri»ek. and did throw water all <>ver her. She had to nni out 
of the iKMise in conseciuence. lie also threnteiuHl to choke and to shoot her. 
.Vnother time he took her by the arm and XrUnX to put her out of the house. 
His violeiae made her life miserable and lier daughter had to sleep with her, 
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as tbey were botb afraid of him. He put great indignities on plaintiff in the 
presence of the servants. He called her by foul names that she did not like to 
repeat. On 14tb June she left the house and refused to live with him longer; 
but be came every Saturday and there was always fighting. Until tbey came 
to Shanghai defendant was very kind to her and they lived happily together, 
but his changed treatment had made her a physical wreck. On the occasion he 
put her out of the bouse he looked like a fury. On another occasion she ran 
out into the garden in fear and her daughter had to look for her. The whole 
neighborhood knew what was happening, as it was done with open doors. 

Questions concerning another woman were ruled out by the court. 

Cross-examined, plaintifiT said defendant had never before doubted her honesty 
as a wife. 

Alice Rolker, the daughter, gave corroborative evidence of the threat to choke 
and shoot plaintiff, of the throwing of water, and the attempt to batter down a 
door by her father, also of her mother running out into the garden to escape. 
Plaintiff was frightened, and her health had suffered greatly. Witness could 
only explain one incident by reference to the other woman. 

His honor allowed a reference, but no names to be mentioned. 

Witness then said that plaintiff had refused to receive this other woman, with 
the result that defendant never gave her two minutes' peace. Her father was 
responsible for his acts when in his rages. When they first came to Shanghai, 
witness and plaintiff had both begged defendant to be as before, but he bad 
refused. On the night he threatened to shoot plaintiff the latter ran upstairs, 
where the loaded pistol was kept, and witness was afraid that defendant would 
carry out bis threat. 

Cross-examined, witness said plaintiff never used disagreeable language to 
defendant till some time after they had been at Shanghai, when be threw water 
over her ; she told him that he was a coward. 

Defendant was sworn and gave evidence on his own behalf. He said: The 
only thing I wish to state is that never in my life have I raised my hand to 
any woman or touched the body of my wife in a violent manner. 

Defendant was subjected, however, to a rigoroas cross-examination. He ad- 
mitted that in a moment of exasperation he bad thrown water over plaintiff; 
that she was dressed for the theater at the time, and that it soaked her dress. 
There had been a few disagreeable words between them previously. Mrs. 
Rolker used some disagreeable names to him ; the boy was round, and he did not 
like it, and so far forgot himself as to throw the water. He did not go to the 
theater himself that night with any lady. The same cause led to the throwing 
of the water on the second occasion. Defendant did not remember ever to have 
threatened to kill his wife. On one occasion he was trying to have a conver- 
sation with his daughter and his wife interfered, tr>*ing to get into the room, 
and he believed he said at last, ** get out or I will shoot you.*' There was a 
pistol on the chair by the bedside, where he always kept it. He had once or 
twice carried it loaded in Shanghai ; tbey had been occasions when be had been 
walking at night into the country. The occasion when he forced his way into 
his wife's room late at night was this: Certain properties of his had been left 
in the room, and he wanted them. His wife locked the door and he did not feel 
inclined to wait, and so tried to break open the door. The property consisted 
of some trinkets and a photograph of a woman who was living in Shanghai and 
was not a reUitive. He did not remember ever to have threatened to choke his 
wife, though he might have made some such remark when exa8i)erated. He 
was unfortunately verj- highly strung and violent in temper. lie had never 
attempted to put his wife out of the house. Had he done so, he would have 
succeeded, being so much the stronger. His wife suffered from hysteria, and 
his daughter was under a misapprehension as to what occurred. The lomning 
out into the garden by his wife was just a piece of theatricals for the benefit 
of his daughter. He did not know whether she was trembling and unable to 
sleep afterwards, as he passed the night in a different room. 

Questioned on the subject of means the defendant said that in addition to his 
salary he was allowed 15 per cent on the profits made in Shanghai ; that meant 
nothing to .him at present. His apiwintment was for one year certain from Ist 
January last, and be was led to believe it would be extended for another year. 
It cost him $200 Mexican a month for his board and apartments, and other 
expenses, drinks, smokes, and entertaining, which was partly in the interests of 
his firm, cost from $200 to $250 a month more. He paid $230 a month for his 
wife and daughter's board, and allowed them $50 each for personal expenses as 
well. He was behind with two accounts, which he was hoping to settle out of 

H. Doc. 666, bd-l 29 
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tbe Venezuelan bonds. One was to bis brother for a year's contribution to the 
support of a sister who had l>een left unprovided in Brooklyn. If the divorce 
were granted he thought it much better his wife and daughter should return to 
Venezuela to his wife's father, and not to Broolclyn, where they might become a 
burden on his own relatives. In the event of his death he had settled an insur- 
ance of $15,000 gold on his daughter. He thought it best, as his daughter desired 
to remain with her mother, that her custody should be given up to plaintiff. He 
hoped yet to win back the affection of his daughter. He would do his best to 
pay their traveling expenses to Venezuela. 

Plaintiff and her daughter both expressed a desire to proceed, not to Vene- 
zuela, which the mother left eighteen years ago, but to Brooklyn where all 
their friends were, and where the daughter's education could be properly 
completed. 

Mr. Curtis intimated that he hoped to be prepared to argue the legal question 
in about two weeks, and the court rose. 



Shanghai, yovember 28, 1902. 

Judgments in these suits were given. In the divorce suit it was as follows: 

Petition of the plaintiff in this case alleges cruel, brutal, and inhuman treat- 
ment, endangering plaintiff's life, and such indignities to the person of the plain- 
tiff as to render her wndition intolerable and her life burdensome. Wherefore 
the plaintiff prays for a decree of divorce and suitable alimony, and the custody 
of an infant daughter, Alice Uolker, and for counsers fees in this case. 

The defendant's answer denies the allegation of cruelty as absolutely false in 
spirit and fact. 

Having listened carefully to the testimony of both plaintiff and defendant 
and to the testimony of their daughter, Alice Rolker, the court Is of the opinion 
that the allegations of the plaintiff as to cruel and Inhuman treatment of her 
on the part of the defendant are pi-oven. 

Wherefore It is adjudged that the plaintiff shall be granted a divorce from 
tlie bed and l)oard of the said defendant, and a decree is hereby granted that the 
wiid plnlntiff. Cannola Rolker, be and is hereby divorced from the l>ed and 
board of the said defendant, .lolm Henry Rolker. It is further ordero<l that 
the infant child of tlie said .7. II. and Carmela Rolker shall remain in the 
custody and care of the said Carniela Rolker until the said infant child siiall 
arrive at full legal age. 

It is further ordered that the said .T. II. Rolker shall pay to the said Carmela 
Rolker $175 U. S. gold per month during the life of the said infant and (or) 
until her marriage; and thereafter tlie said J. H. Rolker shall pay to the said 
Carmela Rolker $125 U. S. gold per month. 

It is further ordered tliat the said J. II. Rolker shall pay the first-class pas- 
sage of the said Cariuela Rolker and Alice Rolker to Brooklyn, N. Y., but he 
shall recoivo credit for the amount paid f«n- the passage of the said Carmela 
Rolker on the ju<lginent against him and in favor of the said Carmela Rolker 
given this day in this count for $1,000.9;^. 

It is further ordered that the said defendant, John II. Rolker. shall pay the 
counsel's fees, $2()0 U. S. gold, of the plaintiff in this case, and shall further 
pay all tiie (^)urt costs in this case. 

John (Joodnow, 
Coils ul-Oefieral, Acting Judiciallp. 

We ct)ncur in the al)ove rendered decision. 

E. H. Thomson, 
E. H. Dunning. 

A8Sf)€iatcs. 

In the money suit the judgment was as follows : 

The first cause of action in the petition is confessed by the defendant, and 
Judgment is therefore given on it in favor of the plaintiff for $1,909.93 U. S. gold. 
The second cause of action allopjes that the plaintiff sold her own proi)crty to 
the extent of $r»00 U. S. gold, and dei)osited the same in a bank in San Fran- 
cisco to the account of J. II. Rolker and (or) Carmela Rolker, that the defen- 
dant checked from that account $500. for which amount suit is brought The 
pass book of the bank shows that altogether $2,444.07 was deposited in the bank 
prior to June 1, 1900. The check for $500 was made on August 8, 1901. On 
October 1, 1901, there was still a balance to that account of $1,027.71. The court 
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is of the opinion that the claim of the petitioner can not l>e sustained on the 
second clause of action, and judgment thereon is given for the defendant As 
the larger amount sued for is given in favor of the plaintiff, the court costs in 
the case are to be paid by the defendant. 

John (Joodnow, 
Consul'Oetieral, Acting Judicially. 
We concur in the above rendered decisions. 

E. H. Thomson, 
E. H. Dunning, 

Aaaooiatea. 



Exhibit 17. 

WO FOH-KEE V. DEDERICHS. 

[Official report.] 

United States Consular Court. 

Shanghai, jj^/t March, 1903, 

Before John Goodnow, Esq. (consul-general), acting Judicially. 

Wo Foh-kee v, Joseph Dederichs. 

This was an application for a dissolution of partnership and for other settle- 
ments. Judge Lamme aiH[>eared for the plaintiff and Mr. George F. Curtis for 
defendant. 

PlaintiflP's petition set forth as follows : 

(I) That the plaintiff is a Chinese subject residing in the city of Shanghai. 

(II) That the defendant is an American citizen, residing and doing business 
in the city of Shanghai. 

(III) That on the 20th day of January, 1902, the said parties entered into a 
written contract for the conduct of certain business, called an import and export 
company, commission agents and auctioneers, to be known as Joseph Dederichs 
& Company, for the purpose of carrying on business in the city of Shanghai ; 
that the said parties were to devote their time and best interests to the business 
of said firm and were to share alike in all profits arising therefrom. 

(IV) That therefore the said parties commenced the said business and con- 
tinued in the conduct of the same, but that during said time, since the said 20th 
day of January, 1902, the plaintiff has advanced about 3,500 taels for the con- 
duct of said business, but that said defendant has failed and refused to advance 
or furnish his proportion of the money necessary to carry on said business. 

(V) That on or about the 8th February, 1903, the said defendant api)eared at 
the oflfice and place of business of said company, together with one George F. 
Curtis and some party claiming to be a police officer, and took possession of all 
the books, papers, and vouchers connected with the business of said concern and 
removed the same to the offices of said George F. Curtis and has refused and 
still refuses to return said papers, books, and vouchers to the proper place of 
business of said firm, and the said Joseph Dederichs has claimed to have 
employed other persons in the conduct of the said business, without the author- 
ity or consent of the plaintiff, and is now attempting to conduct said business 
without the plaintiflTs consent or authority, and has wholly failed and refused 
to pay over to the plaintiff the sums so advanced by him, this plaintiff, for the 
use and benefit of said firm, though often requested so to do. 

Therefore plaintiff prays for an accounting and settlement of all of the mat- 
ters, business, and transactions connected with said firm and that the said firm 
be dissolved and that this plaintiff have Judgment against said defendant for 
3,500 taels, or the amount so found due upon such accounting from said defend- 
ants, and for his costs and all further proper relief. 

To this defendant entered a very long answer. He denied in cver>^ particular 
the allegations of Articles IV and V in the petition and made a series of cross- 
complaints. As a first cause of action he alleged that on the 10th of July, 1902, 
plaintiff, by a promissory' note now overdue, promised to pay to defendant 800 
taels with interest. Plaintiff had not paid that sum or any part of it, and Judg- 
ment was asked for principal and interest. The second cause of action was 
based on a similar promissory note for 700 taels and Interest dated 31st July, 
1902, and the third on a similar promissory note for 102.85 taels and interest 
dated 20th January, 1903. As a fourth cause of action It was alleged that at the 
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end of the Chinefie New Year plaintiff failed to account to the defendant for 
the defendant'8 one-half interest in the property' and business for the year then 
ending, auioanting to 803.06 taels. This stun, it was alleged, plaintiff had ap|>ro- 
priatf*d and c^rmverted to his own use, and the defendant now claimed pajrment, 
inalcing with the previoux sums a total claim of 2,40l>.51 taels. 

There was a fifth crause of action, viz, that in the contract of 2fKh January. 
l{Ki2, defendant was to be manager and plaintiff compradore of the firm. And 
it was allege<l that plaintiff violated the terms of the contracts. He collected 
trade dues to the amount of 2,507.99 taels, being the profits on goods sold by 
auction and on <ronimiKsion, and converted that sum to his own use. But when 
tlie compradore orders issued by the firm were presented through the banks 
they were dishonored, and for loss of credit defendant claimed $25,000 damages. 
It was also allege<l that at the end of the new year the plaintiff, being aware of 
sliortage in his accounts, introduced one lAng as a suitable partner in the firm. 
Ling was admitted to one-third interest in the business by a new c^outract 
signed on the 20th January, 1003. By that contract Ling was alleged to have 
put 2,5<^)0 taels into the business, whereas, defendant asserted, he had not that 
money to Invest and it was not invested. He was an ex-convict and a fugitive 
from Justice, and was introduced into the firm to elude arrest Ling informed 
defendant of tlie sliortage on tlie part of plaintiff. Investigations were made 
and plaintiff admitted the shortage. 

It was agrtHHl at first to go to an arbitrator, and pending his settlement plain- 
tiff was still to act as compradore. During that time he collected the outstand- 
ing del)ts of tlie firm and converted them to his use. lie then abandoned the 
p]ac<N leaving only three coolies to look after the premises. Defendant alleged 
that he was in conseiiuence hard pressed by his many patrons. He asked f6r 
dissolution of the partnership and that an account of the money due to him. 
2.40<i.r)l taels, t>e taken and ordered to be paid to him with interest and the costs 
of the case ; also a sum of $25,000 damages for breach of contract. 

Ills honor adjounuHl the hearing in order that the books of the firm may be 
lnvestlgate<l by an accountant. 



Shanghai, Ist Ajn-il. 

Hrforo Jolin (Joodnow, cs<i., consul-jjoiieral (acting judicially), and Messrs. 
('. It. Mciiiiott, and J. W. ('line (associates). 

Ill tills a<tl<>n fov dissolution of partnership and other settlement*^, particulars 
of the petition and answer of which have already l>een published, the books of 
the tiriii were Iiandeil over to Mr. lOdniund Keinpffer for an investigation as 
an ac<'nnntant. 

.Ind^'c K. 11. Laninie appeared for plaintiff and Mr. G. F. Curtis for the 
defendant. 

Mr. Kenipffer's statement was now presented. Owing to the condition of the 
ImmjIvs. he said, he was nc^t able to arrive at any definite conclusion in regard 
to tlnMu. lie drew attention to the fact that page 20 of the firm's ledger, which, 
from tiK' liKlex. appeannl to he the private account of defendant, De^lerichs. 
was inissiii;; from tlie hook. 

Cross «'xamlned hy Mr. Curtis. Mr. Kempffer said his statement, in<*omplete 
as It was. had been (•omplhni almost entirely from the English books of the firm, 
lie en(h»avortMl to p> into the Chinese lH)oks with the aid of the firm's shroff. 
Imt after invest I ;;atinj: thnv months' business, the shroff threw up his hands 
and said he could not pursue* the inepilry further. There was one item, re- 
spect in^ the accounts in March, that he had been able to get from the Chinese 
luMiks. He did n<it tlnd in any of the books any ac^nmnt of promissory notes 
for varitais sums >;iven hy plaintiff to defendant for money received. Three 
suth nnt«'s li.nl been ^'iveu him. but he had not been able to take them into 
account, as he could not determine whether they were an asset of the firm or 
of the defendant. He did not take into ac<<»unt a list of poiKis drawn up as 
supplliHl by patrons of the tirm. or a (."oal a<'count book put in, as the entries 
were indeilnlte. There w«»n» no customer's accounts in the leiiger and they 
stHMiuMl to liavt* been entirely in the c<uupradore's (plaintiff's) hands. Witness 
was able to take Into account various drafts for gcxxis purchased abroad, as 
these ap|>eanHl In the cashlnH^ks. The acwunts Indlcatcni that there were con- 
slderalde j^tHnls on band or that payments had l>een received and the cash not 
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shown. As a general conclusion, however, witness would not swear to anything 
in the books. 

Defendant was called by his honor and questioned as to the missing page 
from the ledger. He said that he did not know anything of its removal, 
or indeed of any such account There might have been a leaf with his name, 
as shown by the index, when the book was first opened, but he had never had 
an account there. The books were taken from the firm's office to Mr. Curtis*8 
oflice and thence handed over to Mr. Derby, the court marshal. 

His honor remarked that if he could find out who removed the page from 
the book he would deal with the offender for contempt of court. 

Judge Lamne, in briefiy opening the case for the plaintiff, said Wo Fok-kee 
had put 2,000 taels into the partnership and after a little time found the firm 
was losing money. Plaintiff could neither read, write, nor speak English. 
Defendant had never put any money into the transactions, but the court would 
probably agree that he had paid out his proportion of the expenses. Plaintiff 
wished first of all a dissolution of the partnership and secondly to find out 
how accounts stood. 

Judge Lamme took the exceptional course of calling defendant as the first 
witness for the plaintiff. Defendant said he came to Shanghai some time in 
the latter part of August, 1901. He entered into the partnership with plain- 
tiff on this 20th January, 1902, prior to which he had not been engaged in 
any business in Shanghai. Before the deed of partnership was signed witness 
expended upward of $200 in stamps and advertisements. After the partner- 
ship in March witness gave plaintiff a check for 650 taels to put into the busi- 
ness. Witness did not put any more money into the business. He never 
discovered during the partnership that the firm had less than enough to pay 
cxpenRes, as they were making money. All the receipts and payments were 
made through plaintiff. Witness produced the deed of partnership, his ledger, 
and cashbook. all of which were put in as exhibits. During the term of the 
contract he had complied with all of its provisions and conditions, except 
that he found that he was not able, owing to the system of business here, to 
handle the money, but had to do that through plaintiff as his compradore. 
Witness gave the items from the cashbook showing that on several dates in 
February and March, 1902, he put into the firm sums amounting in the aggre- 
gate to 763 taels. He has also expended the $200 already mentioned and paid 
45 taels for the first month's rent of the firm's premises. That entry was not 
in the cashbook, because it was not being kept at the time. All told he had put 
808 taels into the business. He also furnished plaintiff with money apart 
from the business. On the first occasion it was $200 or $400; witness could 
not remember which, as he merely made a little memorandum on his desk. 
Afterwards when the amount ran up he asked for promissory notes as security. 
In regard to the business, witness rendered a monthly statement to plaintiff. 
Those statements were in court and were produced as exhibits. Witness had 
never discovered that the firm was losing money. 

He had trouble with the plaintiff nearly every month for the last six months, 
as he found plaintiff had been ** squeezing " him by charging him larger amounts 
than he actually paid on his bills. Witness complained many times that the 
books were not being properly kept, but was put off with excuses. Some time in 
February, 1902, there was a verbal agreement between defendant and plaintiff 
that tl^e latter was to handle all money and bills paid by him, while defendant 
issued compradore orders, which plaintiff was to meet. Further, all Chinese 
orders coming in were to be guaranteed by plaintiff. Under these defendant 
bought goods in the United States for Chinese purchasers, whom he was subse- 
quently unable to find. In regard to the monthly accounts put in, they were 
made by witness from his cash l>ook, which was made up ordinarily from day to 
day, but sometimes weekly, when he was pressed. An omission in February 
was due to the fact that plaintiff's brother-in-law kept the books for two months 
and got them muddled. 

The court adjourned for tiffin. 

On the reassembling, Mr. Curtis, who had produced an additional account, not 
sent to the accountant in the morning, now offered another cashbook, which had 
not been submitted to the accountant. 

His honor impounded the book and informed defendant that the nonproduc- 
tlon of this book and paper, taken in conjunction with the absence of the leaf 
from the ledger, made him view the case with a certain amount of suspicion. 

Defendant's evidence was continued. He said that when bills were presented 
to him he gave compradore orders to meet them and took it for granted they 
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were paid ; sometimes they were and sometimes not In some cases subsequent 
application was made to liim and be paid in cash himself. 

The promissory notes given by plaintiff to defendant were put in evidence and 
witness explained the circumstances under which he advanced the money. Wit- 
ness's check books and bank books were called for to be produced later in the 
case. 

It was arranged that the claim and counterclaim should be taken together, 
and that Mr. Curtis should therefore cross-examine and examine defendant at 
the same time. 

Under this examination defendant produced receipts for payments made to the 
firm's creditors, on which he said increased amounts had been charged him by 
plaintiff. Several of these were accepted in evidence, subject to later corrobora- 
tion by the calling of witnesses who received the amounts. Defendant gave 
instances in which plaintiff had collected money at sales, but had not paid over 
anything to the persons whose goods were sold. There were consequent com- 
plaints ; one of those who complained being Judge Lamme. Witness produced 
other books, in which were kept records of his imports, his auctions and com- 
missions, and his stock of cigars and coals. Witness made statements in regard 
to plaintiff's alleged dealing with the coal and also with his dealing with the 
firm's customers and defendant's reputation, which were stricken from the 
record. A deed of partnership admitting one Ling Hung-chang was admitted by 
the court as an exhibit, but it was not permitted to defendant to go Into the 
relation of this man with the firm. Witness 'stated that in numerous cases, of 
which one was instanced, plaintiff collected money owing to the firm and did not 
credit the parties, who were called upon to pay again. The orders on the firm's 
compradore had been dishonored and refused at the Russo-Chinese Bank. Wit- 
ness paid the rent of the firm for December to March and the expenses for Feb- 
ruary, March, and part of Januarj'. 

The further hearing was adjourned till next day. 

Shanghai, 1st April 

The hearing of this case was continued. Judge E. H. Lamme appeared for the 
plaintiff, and Mr. G. F. Curtis for the defendant. 

The examination of defendant by Mr. Curtis proceeded. Witness identified 
n chock for 400 taels. presented in evidence, as drawn by himself in favor of Wo. 
It was dated 7th May, indorsed by Wo, and paid by the bank. Similar checks 
were put in for 4rH) taels, dated 18th June; 4(X) taels, dated 31st July; 300 taels, 
dated 21) July ; 201 taels. dated October 27, and 200 taels, dated October 31. The 
indorsement of Wo to all of these was admitted. A check for 200 taels, datoil 
November 25. 1001, was refused l)y the court as prior to the deed of partnership. 
A check for i\00 taels in favor of Wo. dated January 21, 1002, and signed Joseph 
De<lerichs, marked ** a loan for one month." was admitted in evidence, but his 
honor remarked there was nothing to show it was drawn on defendant's private 
account. A check for 4.5 taels, drawn by defendant for the February rent. i>aid 
in advance, was put in. Defendant said that some of these advances had l)een 
paid back l)y plaintiff, but he could not say how much. 

Witness was further examined by Judge Lamme, and said he did not know 
whether i)ersonal payments had been mixed up with business payments on the 
comprador orders issued on plaintiff. He had no personal account with the 
firm except on his blotting pad. There had been such an account in the ledger, 
but it had somehow disapi)eared. He had now ascertained that the pages in 
question were torn out of the ledger about Christmas by his wife, who was 
willing to come into court and give evidence as to their destruction. Witness 
had not been aware they were torn (Uit. 

His Honor : It was torn out with exceeding care, and the other leaf is pasted 
on the opposite page, so that the folio in that part is complete. It is exceedingly 
carefully done. 

Witness identified several comprador orders shown him by Judge Lamme as 
drawn by liim on plaintiff. They included sums for goods ordered by defendant's 
wife for Park House, a boarding establishment run by plaintiff. Wo. There 
was also an order for two visits of Doctor Jackson to Mrs. Dederichs, which 
had not been met. Concerning other orders of which Judge Lamme put in 
a number witness said they were all credited on the monthly statements he 
rendere<l to plaintiff. An order to meet a bill of Mr. O'Brien Twigg was partly 
for go(Hls ordered by witness and partly for goods for plaintiff. He could not 
f.ay what the shares were. It was six months since defendant first suspected 
plaintiff of squeezing, but he had not since that time treated him exactly with 
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suspicion. The list of claims put in on the previous day were all for people 
for whom goods had been sold and the receipts not paid over by plaintiff. There 
were, however, included in that list claims for advertisements in local papers. 
There was no agreement when the contract was signed as to the amount of 
capital the parties were to put into the business, respectively, but plaintiff was 
to furnish the expenses at the start. The contract made no reference to money 
matters. 

Witness was further questioned by Mr. Curtis, and said that his wife managed 
rark House for plaintiff. References to Park House were excluded, except 
that the contract in regard to it was allowed to go in to explain those com- 
prador orders which contained payments for Park House. 

In reply to the court witness said the firm of Dederichs & Co. had no 
banking account Some of the checks were marked " private account " because 
they belonged to the account before witness found it necessary in accordance 
with local usage to leave the handling of the money to his comprador.. 

Plaintiff was called and cautioned. He gave evidence in pidgin English. He 
was partner, he said, in the firm of Joseph Dederichs & Co., and the under- 
standing was that he received all money and made all payments. He had put 
into the business altogether 6,800 taels, and he had received 3,400 taels. Defend- 
ant had furnished nothing to the business except the amount of 1,152.85 taels, 
advanced from time to time by the checks In court to witness and put into the 
business to make up the balance between receipts and expenditures. He did 
not examine the books kept by the defendant. 

Cross-examined, plaintiff said his brother-in-law kept the coal book for a 
month only, as far as he knew, and that the clerk made out a list of the expenses 
of the firm each month and gave It to defendant He could not swear to the 
signature on an account for March now put in. 

Judge Lamme pointed out that this statement was not a whole paper and the 
top had apparently been cut off. 

His honor accepted the document for what It should be. worth, but remarked 
that he and the assessors were decidedly of opinion that the signature on it 
was not the plaintiff's. 

Mr. Curtis now presented the paper he had offered the previous day, as having 
been overlooked when the papers and books were turned over to the accountant 
He attributed this to oversight of his own. 

Witness stated that the Chinese newspaper accounts, which it was alleged 
had been raised for the purpose of "squeezing" defendant, were paid by a 
Chinese bookkeeper, who was kicked out by defendant in consequence of these 
exactions. For several months that bookkeeper drew up the accounts which 
witness paid. Questioned as to the various people who had complained that 
their goods had l)een sold but they had received no payment for them, witness 
said he could not remember them or their complaints. 

Mr. Curtis was taking each of these case separately, when the court decided 
to adjourn till Monday next. 

Defendant, who had failed to bring his check book stubs and bank books into 
court as ordered, was instructed to bring them on Monday. 



Shanghai, 6th April, 
This action for dissolution of partnership and settlement of accounts 
between the parties was resumed. Judge E. H. Lamme appeared for the 
plaintiff and Mr. G. F. Curtis for the defendant. 

Defendant had subpcenaed a great many witnesses, by whom he proposed 
to prove that money owing to the firm bad been collected by the compradore, 
plaintiff, and not credited to the customers, or that money owing to them for 
goods sold for them by Dederichs & Co. had not been paid over, at any rate, 
only after many applications. Among these witnesses were Mr. P. E. Terrara, 
of Messrs. E. L. Mondon (Ltd.) ; Mr. H. A. Pereira, of the Sh^n-pao newspaper; 
Mr. Pfelfer, of 41 Kiangse road ; Mr. A. KrRmer, of Messrs. Bornemann & Co. ; 
Mr. E. W. George, the Rev. S. I. Woodbrldge, Mr. D. Willard Lyon, of the 
Foreign Y. M. C. A.; Mr. George A. Woods; Mr. Rowe, of 5 Nanking road; 
Mr. Juster ; Mr. Dietrich ; Mr. Tollefsen, a representative of the Nippon Em- 
porium, 38a, Nanking road; Mr. Sturzel, of Melchers & Co., and Mr. Kamo- 
gawa, of 245 Broadway. 
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In nearly every instance the testimony was ruled out as incompetent, irrele- 
vant, and immaterial, bis honor remarking that the point at issue was not 
claims on the firm by its customers, but the accounts as l)etween plaintiff and 
defendant. 

Several of the witnesses testified that after making several applications for 
money to the plaintiff they had gone to the defendant, who had settled thrtr 
claims. 

Mr. Curtis intimated that he had subpoenaed several other witnesses to give 
testimony to similar effect, but they were not in attendance. 

After this interruption to the plainiff's case. Judge Lamme called Li Tai, 
an uncle of the plaintiff, who would, he said, state that he was a man of 
means, and that he guaranteed the plaintiff at his bank to enable him to put 
2,000 taels Into the business of Dederichs & Ck). He would prove that he 
actually paid out that amount to Wo Foh-kee. 

His honor decided that such evidence was inadmissible and plaintiff*s case 
was concluded. 

For the defense. A Chinese coal merchant named I>oo Dick said there was 
an agreement between him and Dederichs & Co., whereby the latter were to 
sell coal for him and receive 5 per cent commission. The firm now owed him 
the amount of $537.13. 

Questions regarding unsuccessful applications made by the witness to plain- 
tiff for payment were ruled out by the court, and the rulings were excepted to 
by Mr. Curtis. 

Yu Shai, a clerk in the employ of the firm, said he kept the book which con- 
tained the account of the coal sold. He did not collect the money himself. 
His signature was attached to several receipts put in evidence, but he had 
received that money. It was customary in Shanghai to send out signed re- 
ceipts by shroffs, who were not able to write themselves, and who gave them 
up when they had received the money. The firm had one bookkeeper for the 
first seven months after it came into existence, and after that there were two, 
of whom the principal was named Wong Chan-shu. This bookkeeper should 
have received the amounts referred to as brought in by the shroff. 

Wong Chan-shu was not present in court and Shtt Song-lu, the second 
booker, who was called, said he did not receive any money himself. In regard 
to tlio money paid to the ShrMi Pao oftice, Iio saw tlie plaintiff pay it to the man 
Wonj;. wlio i>ai(l over tlie amount lie received to the agent for the newspai>er. 

Mr. Curtis offered to show by a number of foreign witnesses, if they were 
subixenaed, that they sent goods to Dederichs & Co. to be sold; that the money 
for those g(M>ds was c*oll(H*ted by Wo Foh-kee; that It could not be obtained for 
a lonj; time, and eventually was either left uni)ahl or obtained from Mr. 
Deilerichs. 

Tlie offer was overrnled in each Instance and a corresponding number of 
exceptions noted by Mr. Curtis. 

A partner in the firm of I. Shing, printers, of Szechuen road, said the firm of 
Dederichs & Co. owe<l him .^^H.CUl, which amount he had been nnsuc(^s.sful in 
getting; from the i»laintiff. 

Another Chinese naineil Yuen Kong clainuMl 47..'>0 taels under similar circum- 
staiH-e. 

Defendant produced his bank hook and strips of check books used during 
the latter portit)n of his residence in Shanghai. He explained that his earlier 
account had been with th(» Hus.so-Chinese Hank, and when he transferred to 
the Ilongkcm^ and Shanghai Hank his wife used tlie bank b(X)k as a laundry 
book. 

Hoth sides (jpfered to leave the case witli the <*ourt on the evidence without 
argument. 

.Tudgment w:is reserved. 

Shanghai. 2'ith Aprif. 
Before .John (i(M>dnow. es(|., consul-general (acting judicially), and Messrs. 
C. K. Bennett and .lohn W. Cllne (assessors). 

Judfjmcfit. 

The husim^s methods of the firm of Joseph De<lerioh & Co. were such that an 
absolntely accnrate judgment can not be given in this case. It Is only i^osslble 
for the court to give the judgment which it considers approximately just accord- 
ing to the testimony submitted and the entire circumstances of the case. 
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While neither party is entirely without fault, the blame for this condition 
lies mainly with Joseph Dederich. He was the foreign partner In whom, by 
contract, was vested the entire management of the business. He offered in 
court a set of books. He gave to the Chinese partner monthly statements. On 
him is the responsibility of the bookkeeping. 

His books were presented to the court in a mutilated condition. I can not 
animadvert too strongly on the fact that Dederich's personal account has been 
carefully cut out of the ledger submitted to this court, or on the fact that he 
claimed the destruction of his bank books. Mr. Dederich, in his testimony, lays 
the blame for this state of things on his wife. It was his contractual duty to 
keep and preserve the records of the firm. He can not shelter himself behind 
his wife's skirts, and thus escape the severe censure of the court. 

Nowhere does the defendant attempt to give a summary of the business of the 
firm. The expert accountant says that he can make no definite statement from 
the books. The plaintiff says that about 3,400 taels was collected from the busi- 
ness and about 6,800 taels was paid out. He says that he put into the business 
2,093.75 taels, and that he received from Mr. Dederich and used in the business 
1,152.85 taels. I can not find that this was contradicted, and, therefore, must 
take the statements as true. 

Under the contract of partnership, while no provision was made for the pro- 
portion in which the partners should bear any losses, yet, as a specific pro- 
vision is made that profits shall be shared equally, it must be construed that 
losses are also to be shared equally. 

It appears that the net losses, without considering bills still outstanding, 
amounted to 3,246.60 taels, of which amount Woo Foh-kee has paid 2,093.75 
taels and Joseph Dederich 1,152.85 taels. The remainder of his half of the 
losses (470.45 taels) Joseph Dederich is hereby ordered to pay into this court 
for Woo Foh-kee to be held until the settlement of any outstanding accounts, 
which shall be advertised for and paid by the two parties. Woo Foh-kee and 
Joseph Dederich, in equal proportions. The firm of Joseph Dederich & Co., as 
consisting of Joseph Dederich and Woo Foh-kee, is hereby ordered dissolved as 
from the beginning of the present Chinese year. 

The costs of the action are ordered to be paid as follows : Joseph Dederich is 
ordered to pay $101.35 United States gold and half of the further costs, and to 
return to Woo Foh-kee the notes set out in the cross complaint ; Woo Foh-kee is 
ordered to pay one half of the costs above $101.35 United States gold. 

John Good now. 
Consul-General {acting judicially). 

We concur In the above decision. 

C. R. Bennett, 
John W. Cline, 

Assessors. 

Mr. CuBTis. We give notice of appeal in this case. 



Exhibit 18. 
GILLER V. THE AMERICAN TRADIXC; COMPANY. 
[Official report.] • 
unfied states consular court. 

Shanghai, 2Sd March, 190S. 

Before John Goodnow, esq., consul-general, acting judicially, and Messrs. C. 
McCaslIn and A. J. Osgood (assessors). 

Joseef E. Giller v. The American Trading Company. 

There were two actions between these parties: (1) to rescind a contract, 
(2) for breach of contract. Mr. C. F. Curtis appeared for the plaintiff and 
Judge B. H. Lamme for the defendant. 
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In his petition plaintiff stated that he was a Russian citizen, while defend- 
ants were an American firm of agents and commission merchants doing busi- 
ness at Nos. 2 and 4 Hanlcow road. Shanghai. It was alleged that defendants, 
in their capacity of agents, represented to plaintiff that the S. S. Protector 
was on the market open to charter, and that they would negotiate the char- 
tering of her for the plaintiff in consideration of 2} per cent conmiission on 
the actual charter price; further, that defendants represented to plaintiff 
that 2,000 tons of cargo could be obtained for the Protector for shipment to 
northern ports if plaintiff chartered her at Hongkong; that plaintiff entertained 
the proposal ; that the defendants falsely and fraudulently represented that th^ 
had chartered the Protector on the terms named for three months, at $10,000 
per month from the date of taking over, whereas in truth and in fact the char- 
tering price was $9,750 per month ; that the cargo could not be procured at Hong- 
kong, and that the Protector was compelled to sail to Shanghai without the 
promised cargo. It was also alleged that plaintiff did charter the Protector. 
and took possession of her at noon on the 31st August, 1901, and did pay to 
defendants, on 24th August, 1901, through the Russo-Chlnese bank, $5,000 
Mexican, on account of the said charter. Wherefore it was prayed that the 
contract entered into by plaintiff through the alleged false and fraudulent 
representations should be declared null and void, and that judgment be given 
against the defendants for the $5,000 Mexican, with interest and costs and 
such further relief as to the court might seem meet. 

On the second cause of action plaintiff in his petition alleged that on the 23d 
August, 1901, plaintiff and defendants entered into an agreement to transact 
business in legitimate goods to be sold in Port Arthur, Vladivostock, and 
Nikolaevsk. Giller was to supply the company with lists of goods, which they 
were to purchase in the t)est available markets. Article 2 stated : " Giller con- 
tributes a sum equal to 15 per cent of the cost, including freight and insurance 
and all other charges up to arrival at port of destination, at the time he places 
the orders, and the American Trading Company contribute the balance of 85 
per cent, and Giller agrees that during six months from date he will order goods 
to the extent of about Rs. 250,000 in c. i. f. value; also that in case of losses 
arising from the sale of the said goods, he guarantees the loss, and all profits 
arising from the sale of such goods are divided equally — that is, 50 per cent to 
Giller and 50 per cent to the American Trading Company. On additional orders 
Giller was to put in for the purchase capital 15 per cent; to have the option 
of carrying the goods on his or chartered steamers, at the existing rates of 
freight, wliicli were to be added to the original invoices with insurance, dis- 
charging charges, etc. On the arrival of tlie goods at the ports the trading 
company wore to store them in godown or deliver to purchasers and to manage 
all accounts f(»r six months, during which time no Interest was to be charged 
on expended cai)ital. Giller on his part was to use ail his influence to sell 
the goods. If l\v mutual agreement the business were discontinued, the trad- 
ing (xmipany were to make good their 85 per cent and Giller his 15 per cent, 
and afterwards to divide any profit. For the capital put in by Giller the 
trading company were to allow liim (> per cent per annum. Commission on goods 
l)onght by the trading company at (iiller'a or his representatives' orders was 
to be charged on the goods at the rate of 2A per cent to the invoices. 

It was pleaded by i»lnintiff that lie was always ready to perform his part of this 
agreement, and that on 1st November, 1901, O. S., he paid defendants Rs. 
5,000 for the shli)nient of certain goods under the contract; that afterwards, 
wltliout any just cause, defendants declined to ship these goods, but appropri- 
ated the Rs. 5.000 to their own use. Plaintiff alleged further that he entered 
into relations with third parties at Vladivostok for the delivery of these 
goods, and througli defendants' breach of the contract he was unable to fulfill 
his contract to these third parties, to whom he was answerable in damages. 
Plaintiff claimeil that lie had been damaged to the extent of $65,660.67 Mexican, 
and asked for judgment accordingly. 

Additional claim made on the first cause of action for the cost of coal and 
of its delivery on board the Protector, making the total claim on the first cause 
$1 0,9^9.4(5. 

Defendants' answer deiiie<l that the S. S. Proiccior was on the market, and 
tliat they acte<l as agents for plaintiff in chartering it at a commission; also that 
they guaranteed a cargo at Hongkong. They denied false and fraudulent repre- 
sentations to tiie plaintiff, and contended that the relationships with plaintiff 
were all of a l)usinesslike nature. Tliey filed the charter party for the S. S. 
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Protector, and maintained that they complied with every provision therein, 
while plaintiff had not complied with his obligations under it. They denied 
that plaintiff took possession of the Protector, and that they received $5,000 
Mexican on account of the charter. 

In regard to the second action, defendants admitted the agreement, of which 
they put in the original ; denied that plaintiff had always been willing to per- 
form his part, and, while admitting benefit of the 5,000 rubles, said they gave 
all just and proper credit for it. They denied that by their action plaintiff had 
been damaged with third parties at Vladivostock. In further answer they said 
they had always been willing to perform their part under the charter party and 
contract, but that plaintiff, though frequently asked, had failed to perform the 
obligation on him ; that they had sought to adjust the differences by arbitration ; 
that they had treated plaintiff in a businesslike and honorable manner, and 
charges against them of having misled him In any particular were wholly un- 
warranted and utterly false. Finally, that by reason of the failure of plaintiff 
to perform his obligation, the plaintiff was Indebted to defendants in the sum of 
33,100 taels, which sum they pleaded as a counterclaim. 

Mr. Curtis rehearsed the evidence, which he proposed to bring forward at 
length. 

Thomas A. Standring, a clerk in the North-China Daily News office, produced 
the copy of an advertisement published in that paper between 3d and 9th August, 
1901, wherein plaintiff sought to buy or charter a steamer. 

It was admitted that negotiations between the parties arose from this adver- 
tisement 

J. C. Epperly, formerly an employee of the defendant company, said he was 
sent by Mr. Frank E. Ball, the manager of the company at that time, to see a 
Mr. Serebrenik, to engage his services as interpreter in negotiations with plain- 
tiff. He was proceeding to describe the preliminary proposals when his honor 
remarked that the charter party In writing superceded all oral arrangements 
made earlier. On the same ground his honor subsequently ruled out questions 
seeking for information of verbal agreements which were said to have boon made 
by witness, acting on behalf of the defendant company, through the interpreter 
Serebrenik with plaintiff. 

Mr. Curtis argued that the contract had been obtained by misrepresentation, 
and that it was only by showing what took place before the contract was signed 
that he could invalidate the contract, but the court overruled his objections 
again and again. 

Olaf Thoresen, who made the charter partj' with the American Trading Com- 
pany, said he allowed defendants 2^ per cent commission on the chartering of the 
Protector, so that the amount actually paid was not $10,000 a month, but only 
$9,750. Under cross-examination witness said the chartering of the steamer was 
done direct by Glller, through the Interpreter Serebrenik and another man 
named Zimmerman, and that the defendants were not mentioned between them. 

Alexander Serebrenik said that early In August, 1901, a representative of the 
American Trading Company appi*oached him to act as Interpreter to enable 
them to do business with plaintiff. Witness's conversations with Epperly and 
Oilier were ruled out as Irrelevant and Incompetent. 

Mr. Curtis again urged that to prove misrepresentation In resi)ect of both 
charter party and contract he must relate what happene<l before they were 
signed. 

His honor pointed out that many of the questions could be more appropriately 
put to plaintiff, who was the party to the contract, and not this witness. 

Witness deposed to a number of documents, bills, Invoices, and receipts, which 
had passed between the parties and were put In evidence. 

Samuel Zimmerman, a merchant of Chefoo, said he was present with plaintiff 
at defendant's office when their manager. Mr. Edwards, said he would telegraph 
to Hongkong and see if the Protector was chartered from there — If It would not 
be possible to get f^onie cargo for her for the northern ports. A few days later 
Mr. Edwards told him he could get 2,000 tons of freight for the boat. Witness 
was then sent to Hongkong, but on arriving there found the promised freight had 
gone. Another lot was promised, but that also went by another iwat, and 
eventually the Protector had to come to Shanghai without freight. Questions 
relating to the commission to be allowed on the chartering and on the freight 
were ruled out by the court, and the hearing was adjourned till next morning. 
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Shanghai, 2iih March. 

The bearing of the two actions between these parties was resumed. Mr. G. F. 
Curtis appeared for the plaintiff, and Judge Lamme for defendants. 

On the application of Mr. Curtis, his honor ordered the production in court 
of all papers and documents of the defendants relating to the contract in force 
between the 27th October. 1900, and the 10th September, 1901 ; also copies of all 
documents sent to Zimmerman as agent for plaintiff. In regard to the firm's 
books, he did not think it necessary to upset defendant's business for two days 
or more by requiring their presence in court, but abstracts could be made of 
the parts wanted and they would be verified. 

Mr. Zimmerman, who was on the stand when the court rose over night, said 
that when he went down to Hongkong to bring up the Protector he was simply 
told in Messrs. Shewan-Tomes's ofiice there that there was no cargo for the 
boat. No explanation was given him. 

Questioned by his honor, witness said he understood Mr. Edwards to have 
definitely guaranteed a freight at Hongkong ; other^vise plaintiff would not have 
chartered the boat from there. 

In reply to Mr. Osgood, witness said there was some little delay before he was 
recognized at Hongkong as plaintiff's agent ; that was due to the fact that the 
power of attorney given him did not come into force until the end of the month, 
and he arrived a few days early. 

Cross-examined by Judge Larame, witness said he had a third share in the 
chartering of the steamer with the plaintiff. 

Plaintiff was called and gave evidence in Russian. He was described as a 
merchant, 8i>ecially doing business in tea, a government contractor, and a mer- 
chant of the first grade. His chief ofiices were said to be at Chita and Odessa. 
He stated that in August, 1901, he was in Shanghai, wanting to charter a 
steamer. Mr. Serebrenik called on him and took him to the American Trading 
Company's offices. He did not want to go there, because of a previous dispute 
with the firm. 

Judge Lamme objected to the latter statement. 

Mr. Curtis said he wanted to prove that defendants used a third party to 
bring plaintiff's business back to them. 

Witness, continuing liis evidence, said that in the office Mr. EMwards told 
him he could offer him a steamer at Hongkong, and said he would telegraph 
there and seo if any freiglit could be ol)tained for it. A few days later, at the 
defendants' office, Mr. Edwards told him there was 2,000 tons of cargo to be 
obtaineil at Hongkong, and he sent Mr. Zimmerman down to Hongkong to take 
over tlie steamer. But for the freight he would not have signed the charter 
party, as he wante<l the steamer In Shanghai and not at Hongkong. Mr. Ed- 
wards guaranteed tlie cargo, and even gave the price per ton for it, but witness 
had forgotten what the price was. Mr. Edwards wanted 3 per cent on the 
charter price, but plaintiff insisted on the commission being 2^ per cent, which 
was agreed to. Wlien Mr. Zimmerman brought plaintiff the charter party to 
sign, the latter urged liim to see that the commission to l>e charged this time 
should really be 2* per cent, and not 5 per cent, as on a previous occasion. 
Plaintiff's signature was attached to the contract produced, which Mr. Sere- 
brenik had read over to lilm and told him that the cost of chartering the 
steamer was .*j51(),(X)0 a month. 

Mr. Curtis wislied to know if Mr. Serol>renik said tliat the actual price of the 
charter party was .$10,fMX) a month, but the (piestlon was ruled out. 

His honor pointed out that there was no mention of commission In the charter. 

Mr. Curtis offered to sliow by tlie witness that he was induced to sign the 
charter party as principal, witli the American Trading Company as his agents, 
at a commission of 2^ per cent on tlie actual cost price, i)y tlie misrepresenta- 
tions of the agent of the defendant company. 

His honor overruled any attempt to vary the terms of the charter party by 
any oral jn-rangenient. 'IMie court also drew attention to tlie fact that even If 
the evidence showed that tlie consideration i)er month on the charter party was 
2i I)er cent, that intention was carrie<i out in tlie charter party as signed, the 
cost price, as shown in tlie exhibits before tlie court being $9,750, while the price- 
charged to Mr. Glller was $10,(MX), whicli was ju-actically $9,750 plus 2J per 
cent. The court furtlier noted thnt the ciiarter party, signed by and binding on 
botli parties, contained no mention of commission. The court ruled once and for 
all that the ciiarter party was a binding document, which could not be varied 
by any suhseqnent bill or document from either party, unless accepted by the 
other. 
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Mr. Curtis formally noted an exception to this ruling and then made a far- 
ther offer to prove by the witness that he was induced to sign the charter party 
by fraud, sufficient to vitiate it, in that it was represented to him by Mr. Secre- 
brenik that $10,000 per month was the actual cost of the vessel. 

This was also overruled and an exception noted. 

Mr. Curtis also offered to prove by this witness that on this actual cost price 
of $10,000 a month there was an agreed stipulation for 2i per cent to be paid. 

This was also overruled. 

Witness, in further evidence, said that he was at Odessa when he received a 
telegram from Port Arthur stating that the American Trading Company had sent 
in a claim on him — the original bill put in as an exhibit. Plaintiff came to 
Shanghai, and it was while he was here he found out that, while he had been 
charged $10,000 per month for the steamer, the price was really $9,750. 

Considerable time was occupied with the identification of accounts and letters 
in Russian and English that passed between the parties. 

In regard to the se<*ond cause of action, witness said all he knew was that he 
paid rs. 5,000 to get the rice, and he did not receive it He oi-dered 6,000 bags 
of the rice. He was absent at the time, but his representative told him the rice 
was sold. He knew the prices of rice In Shanghai and Vladivostok at the time 
and figured it that his loss was a rouble per pood on the 6,000 bags. 

In cross-examining. Judge Lamme put in copies of several letters written by 
defendants to plaintiff and admitted by him to have been received. 

Mr. Curtis objected to the admission of several of these on the ground that 
they were written and sent after litigation had commenced. 

Witness said his business at Vladivostok with the American Trading Company 
was done through Mr. Taylor for the defendants. His own agents were Mr. 
Orllkoff and Messrs. Blrner, Konestlzoff & Co. 

Questioned by his honor and the assessors, witness explained in detail how he 
arrived at the amount of damages he alleged that he had sustained by bringing 
up the Protector from Hongkong without freight, which should have given him a 
profit of from $8,000 to $10,000 ; and by the nonobtalnlng of the rice In Vladi- 
vostok when he could have sold it at a rouble per pood profit. 

Plaintiff's testimony was concluded and the court adjourned till next day. 



Shanghai, March 25. 

The hearing of the two actions between these parties was resumed. Mr. G. F. 
Curtis appeared for the plaintiff and Judge Lamme for the defendants. 

Before the proceedings were reoi)eued. Judge Lamme mentioned that the 
testimony given In court by Mr. Zimmerman to the effect that he had a third 
interest with the plaintiff as partner In this case was the first Intimation de- 
fendants had of any business relations between them. The defendants had now 
instituted proceedings against Mr. Zimmerman for about 13,000 taels damages, 
and he asked that that issue might be tried In connection with this. 

His honor declined to accede to this suggestion. 

Judge Lamme briefly opened defendant's case, stating that their principal 
contentions were that plaintiff had been anxious to charter the steamer Pro- 
tector, and flndlug he could only get It at Hongkong, asked defendants to 
Inquire by telegraph If It was possible to get a cargo there, which they did. He 
agreed to take the steamer at $10,000 a month flat. On the second cause of ac- 
tion, the contract showed that plaintiff undertook to purchase $250,000 worth of 
goods from the American Trading Company, who had been careful to stipulate 
for " legitimate " goods. The only goods ordered, as shown In this evidence, 
was rice, and as export of this was prohibited without special permission from 
the taotal, defendants called for a deposit, which was paid. Afterwards, while 
defendants were negotiating for the shipment of the rice, a communication came 
from Glller that It was only to be shipped by the Protector, but that was 
impossible, as the Protector was already 300 or 400 miles out at sea. As 
plaintiff owed defendants a large sum of money, the deposit was simply credited 
to him. Plaintiff had also deposited 1,800 taels or 1,900 taels for coal to be used 
on the steamer, and this was also credited to plaintiff's account There had been 
an account rendered to the plaintiff in mistake, and in this 2J per cent commis- 
sion had been charged on the charter price of the steamer. That, however, was 
corrected as soon as the mistake was pointed out. 

Charles A. Edwards, subagent of the defendant company at Shanghai, said In 
August, 1901, plaintiff came down from the north and through Mr. Serebrenik 
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approached him in regard to the chartering of the ProteoUn'. He came on 
several occasions, and sometimes Mr. Zimmerman was with him. The result of 
the conversation was that witness undertook to charter the steamer for plain- 
tiff for $10,000 a mouth tiat. No representations whatever were made to plain- 
tiff to induce liim to sign the charter party, but on the same day, prior to tlM 
signing of the document, plaintiff asked him to wire to Hongkong about a 
freight. Witness wired to Shewan, Tomes & Co., and received a reply, which 
he showed to plaintiff and which was put in evidence. 

Originals and copies of many communications, letters, and telegrams which 
passed between witness and Messrs. Shewan, Tomes & Co., of Hongkong, in rela- 
tion to this matter, were put in. 

Mr. Curtis objected to the admission of most on the ground that they were not 
original and not the best evidence ; also that they were irrelevant, having passed 
subsequently to the signing of the charter party, of which plaintiff was endeav- 
oring to obtain recision on the ground that he had been induced to enter into it 
by misrepresentations. 

The copies presented were admitted by the court provisionally on their being 
subsequently verified by the letter-press book of the defendant company. The 
objection as to Irrelevancy was overruled. 

Witness further produced a copy of a letter dated 22d August, 1901, which 
purported to give defendant authority to operate the steamer on his behalf. He 
presented an account which showed that a certain amount had been charged for 
operating the ship. 

To this his honor took exception that there was nothing providing for such 
charges in the pleadings. Eventually his honor consented to go Into this account 
for the reasons, first, that in a very general paragraph defendants had made 
a counter claim in tlieir pleadings ; and, secondly, because the account had been 
three times put in by the plaintiff. 

Witnos.s, in further evidence, said a verbal arrangement was made in his 
oflice at a nuK^ting at which Messrs. Giller, Serebrenik, and he believed another 
man named Olikoff wore present. This understanding was that witness would 
charge plaintiff 3 iKjr cent on the freight received by the ship for operating her. 
Plaintiff endeavored to get a reduction to 2i per cent, but witness declined to 
give way and the conference broke up. Witness subsequently operated the ship; 
there wore criticisms but no objections by the i)laintiff. Defendants made six 
monthly iiaynients in respect of the Protector to her agents, but only received 
one inontlily i)aynieiit from i)laintitlf. Witness explained that the first account 
sent in to Mr. (iiller contained by error nii entry charj?ing commission on the 
cliarterinti: of 2^ per cent. This was omitted in a corrected Invoice which 
witness lianded to Mr. Giller in person. 

An objection l)y Mr. Curtis tliat defendants were estopped from presenting 
this revised account was overruled. 

Witness also said that Mr. Katz. on plaintiff's behalf, came to defendant's 
oflices on several occasions and remained altogether two or three hours, exam- 
ining books and telegrams for which he was afforded every facility. When he 
finally left he expressed himself quite satisfied and said the only thing for Mr. 
Giller to do was to make payment. 

Tlie court accepted this statement for what it should be worth. 

The lieariiii: was apiiu adjourned till next day. 



Shanghai, 26th March. 

Before John Goodnow. consul-general, acting judiciary, and Messrs. A. J. 
Osgood and C. McCaslln, associates. 

The last stage in the hearing of the two causes between these parties was 
reached in a long sitting, which lasted from 2 till 7 o'clock. 

Mr. (r. F. Curtis ai)peared for the plaintiff and Judge Lamme for the 
defendants. 

The examination of Charles A. Edwards, subagent at Shanghai of the Ameri- 
can Trading Conq)any, was continued. About Octol>er, 1001, he said, the export 
of rif-e from Shanp:liai to i)orts other than Chinese, except by permission of the 
taotal, was forbidden. 

His honor added that to the best of the court's knowledge no permits were 
bein.ir given at that time for the export of rice to Russian ports. 

Witness la-oduced letter and telegram sent to plaintiff pointing out the restric- 
tion and said that in reply he received instructions from the agent of the 
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American Trading Company at Vladlvostock, who, it had been arranged, was to 
act on plaintiff's behalf, to ship the rice by the Protector. 

Objection was taliLen on the ground that communications between the two 
agencies of the dependent firm could not be accepted, and the telegrm in ques- 
tion was ruled out, Judge Lanime excepting to the ruling. 

Witness said he made application through the American consul to obtain a 
permit to export the rice to Vladlvostock, but failed to obtain it. He tried 
other methods, and suggested that he should send the rice to Port Arthur, to 
which Mr. Serebrenik had a permit, and that it should be eventually shipped on 
from there. This was not agreed to, and he ceased his efforts when the 
Protector sailed. He received no complete order from the plaintiff personally 
to ship the rice. By a complete order he meant one accompanied by a remit- 
tance as guarantee. Such remittance was, however, eventually sent through 
the Vladlvostock agency of the defendant company. Witness exi)lained, in 
detail, the differences between the incorrect statement first sent to plaintiff and 
the corrected one eventually submitted. 

Cross-examined, witness said Serebrenik had no quarter share in the profits 
arising out of the chartering of the Protector by plaintiff. He was, however, 
to be paid a quarter of the net profits arising from the dealings with the ship. 
The reason why the goods were not shipped by the Protector was that permis- 
sion was not obtained till she had sailed. The guarantee was credited to plain- 
tiff's account. Witnass never made a statement to Serebrenik that his sole 
reason for not shipping the rice was that the plaintiff was behind with his 
payments on the Protector, and it was desired to safeguard the interests of the 
defendant company. Witness further explained how the mistake in the account 
occurred, and said he handed the correct statement to Giller personally. Wit- 
ness also restated his version of the conversations which took place between 
the parties when the chartering of the steamer was first discussed. He denied 
that anything was said about commission on the actual chartering, the price 
arranged being |10,000 fiat, as shown in the charter party. In regard to the 
commission on the freight, he maintained there was a verbal understanding 
that it should be 3 per cent which was a fair figure. He did not remember 
any conversation between Giller and himself in the interval between his (wit- 
ness's) signing of the charter party and Mr. Giller's doing so. The only thing 
done in regard to the cargo at Hongkong was the wiring of an Inquiry to 
Shewan, Tomes & Co., and showing the answer received to plaintiff. Plaintiff 
might eoiLsider that an inducement. 

His honor remarked that the investigation of the accounts would be referred 
at the conclusion of the hearing to an accountant, whose report would be sub- 
mitted to the court and argued. 

Mr. Curtis offered to waive all objection to the accounts, except In regard to 
the corrected second account 

Judge Lamine, In reexamining, put in as further exhibits correspondence 
received that afternoon from Vladivostok and bearing as he said on this case. 

Mr. Curtis objected that the documents concerned a totally different shipment 
of rice, but they were admitted. 

Defendant's case having closed, Mr. Curtis recalled the plaintiff and Mr. Sere- 
brenik and also called Mr. Katz In rebuttal. 

Counsel on each side summed up their cases to the court and judgment was 
reserved. 

Shanghai, 8th April, 
Before John Goodnow, esq., consul-general, acting judicially, and Messrs. A. J. 
Osgood and C. McCaslin, assessors. 

Judgment 

First cause of action. 

(a) It is the contention of the plaintiff that the defendant was to charter the 
steamship Protector on account of the plaintiff in consideration of 2i per cent 
commission on the actual charter price of said steamship Protector for three 
months. The exhibits show that the said steamship was chartered by the 
American Trading Company from Thoresen & Co., at a monthly rental of |10,000 
less 2i per cent. The charter from the American Trading Company to Mr. 
Giller shows that Mr. Giller agreed to pay |10,000 per month. All reference to 
commissions on the charter to Mr. Giller were erased. It Is plain therefore 
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that even on the contention of the plaintiff no wrong has been done him with 
regard to the rental of the steamship Protector, 

(&) It is the contention of the plaintiff that the defendants guaranteed two 
thousand tons of cargo from Hongl^ong, where the steamer was taken over l^ 
the plaintiff ; but that no cargo was there for the said steamer. I do not find by 
the evidence that defendant guaranteed such cargo. This finding is possible 
without impugning the veracity of Mr. Giller, as the interpretation of the con- 
versation between himself and Mr. Edwards was evidently very faulty. 

(c) This court therefore must refuse the prayer of the plaintiff that the con- 
tract of rental of the steamship Protector be declared null and void. 

Second cause of action : 

(a) Plaintiff alleges that, under a certain agreement entered into 23d August, 
1901, between himself and the American Trading Company, he paid the defend- 
ants the sum of 5,000 roubles for the shipment of a certain amount of rice from 
Shanghai to Vladivostock under the said contract; that the defendant did not 
ship the said rice, but applied the said sum of 5,000 roubles to the balance 
which it claimed was owing to it from the plaintiff in the matter of the steam- 
ship Protector. 

(b) It appeai-s that on 13th November, 1901, the American Trading Company 
at Vladivostok wrote to Mr. Giller's agents there that the Shanghai oflBce 
" will not ship the rice for Mr. Orlikoff until we remit 5,000 roubles." The tele- 
gram from the Shanghai office was " Rice send off after receiving remittance." 
It further appears that the rice was ordered shipped by the Protector; and that 
it was impossible at that time for the American Trading Company to obtain a 
permit to exiwrt this rice from Shanghai to Vladivostok. 

(c) Undoubtedly the American Trading Company was to blame in receiving 
this money as for a shipment of rice, when it should have known that the said 
rice could not be shipped. It is not shown, however, in the evidence that Mr. 
Giller has been mulcted in any damages by his failure to receive the said rice. 
His testimony is that he expected to make 1 rouble per pood. Too many possi- 
bilities may interfere with prospective profits for damages to be based on such 
profits. The only measure of damages from the defaulting party is an actual 
loss ; none such is shown in the evidence in this case. 

Plaintiff's attorney agreed in court to admit as due and owing by the plaintiff 
to the (lefeiuiant under these contracts the amount of 5,325.34 taels. as per plain- 
tiff's exhibit '* N," in case the court should find the charter party of the Pro- 
tector not to be null and void. 

In accordance with the above findings we hereby decide against the prayer 
of tlic ])laintiff in tliis case. The cost of this action shall be borne by plaintiff 
and defendant in equal shares. 

John Goodnow, 
Consul'Oeneral, Acting Judicially, 
We concur in the above decision. 

C. McCaslin, 
Albert J. Osgood. 

SnANGriAi, 8th April, 1903. 

Before .lolm (ioodnow, es(i., consul-general (acting judicially), and Messrs. 
A. W. Danforth and Geo. F. Fitch (assessors). 

J. E. Giller v. American Trading Co., Ld. 

The petition of the above-named plaintiff shows: 

First. That the plaintiff is a subject of the Empire of Russia, and the defend- 
ant company is composed ol" citizens of the United States, doing business under 
the tirni name of "The American Trading Company," within the jurisdiction 
of tlie court. 

Second. Tliat the plaintiff complains and alleges that between the 27th day of 
Octol)er. VMM), and the lOtli day of September, 1001. and at the various dates 
herein referrtnl to, tlie defendants hold themselves out to the world as agents 
and comniissiun merchants, doinjr l»u*<iness at Nos. 2 and 4 Ilanl^ow road. 
SliMngiiai. 

'1 liird. That the defendants in the said capacity of agents and commission 
merchants on the 27t!i day of October, 11M)0. at Shanghai. China, entere<l into 
a contnict with tlie plaintiff whereby the defendants were to purchase goods 
for the pliiintiff at the usual rate of conuuission, to wit. 2\ per cent on the actual 
cost price of said goods ; and the plaintiff then and there paid to tlie defendants 
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for the faithful performance of the plaintiflTs part of the contract the sum of 
£6,000 sterling, lawful money of Great Britain, the receipt of which was acknowl- 
edged at Shanghai on the said 27th day of October, 1900, by the American 
Trading Co., through its agent, H. J. Llmby. 

Fourth. That under the said contract the defendants purchased merchandise 
tor the plaintiff, including cost freight, insurance, pettles, and exchange, to 
the amount of 363,782.94 roubles ; that the alleged actual cost price of the said 
merchandise, as shown by the alleged unsigned invoices rendered the plaintiff 
by the defendants, amounted to 287,404.21 roubles, which said sum of 363,782.94 
roubles, lawful money of the Empire of Russia, was paid to defendants by the 
plaintiff for the said goods, which were shipped to Vladivostok. 

Fifth. That under the said contract of 27th Ocober, 1900, made, as aforesaid, 
at Shanghai, China, upon which the plaintiff paid in Shanghai, China, as afore- 
said £6,000 sterling, certain of plaintiff's goods were shipped to Vladivostok 
to the value of 4,410 roubles and stored in defendants' warehouse, which goods 
were unlawfully sold by the defendants, and the proceeds thereof were unlaw- 
fully appropriated to their own use. 

Sixth. That the defendants, on the said sum of 287,400.21 roubles, between the 
27th day of October, 1900, and the 10th day of September, 1901, overcharged 
the plaintiff on the merchandise bought, as aforesaid, 28,740.42 roubles. 

Seventh. That the defendants, between the said dates of 27th October, 1900, 
and 10th September, 1901, on the goods bought as aforesaid, the plaintiff is 
informed and believes that the defendants overcharged the plaintiff on exchange 
the sura of 15,000 roubles. 

Eighth. That the defendants, between the said dates of 27th October, 1900, 
and 10th September, 1901, shipped the said goods, as aforesaid, from Shanghai 
to Vladivostok and did unlawfully collect, the plaintiff is informed and believes, 
customs drawbacks ou the goods so shipped as aforesaid to the amount of 
15,000 roubles. 

Ninth. That under the said contract the defendants agreed to ship 50.000 bags 
of flour from San Francisco to Vladivostok on the steamship Universe, alleged 
to have been chartered to carry 2,151 tons of merchandise for the plaintiff to 
Vladivostok. The defendants did not ship the 50,000 bags of flour as agreed, 
but only shipped 33,000 bags, whereby the plaintiff was damaged by not receiv- 
ing 17,000 bags of flour not shipped to the amount of 40 kopecks per bag, equalling 
6,800 roubles ; and further, the defendants shipped with said freight 50,000 bags 
of flour to a Chinaman named Yuen Ha-sun, in violation of their agreement 
with the plaintiff. 

Tenth. That the goods bought, including cost, freight, insurance, pettles, com- 
missions, and exchange, amounted to 369,782.94 roubles, which said amount 
Included a commission of 5 per gent, Instead of the usual commission of 2^ per 
cent ; that on the 23d day of August, 1901, the defendants made an alleged allow- 
ance of 6,000 roubles to the plaintiff to be released of the legal responsibility for 
the aforesaid fraudulent overcharge of 5 per cent commission, for which said 
alleged release the defendants paid no legal consideration — no consideration In 
law nor in equity to the plaintiff — leaving a balance due and owing to the 
plaintiff for the overcharge of 5 per cent on amount of 1,185 roubles. 

Eleventh. That under the said contract of the 27th d^y of October, 1900, 
certain goods to the value of 4,681.75 roubles were purchased for the plaintiff 
by the defendants and shipped to Vladivostok and stored in the defendants' 
warehouse; that the plaintiff made certain contracts with an innocent jthird 
party for the sale and delivery of said goods, and when the said Innocent third 
party demanded delivery of said goods defendants Informed him the goods were 
not In the warehouse, that there was a shortage thereof, for which the defend- 
ants credited the plaintiff the sum of 4,681.75 roubles, but did not credit the 
plaintiff with the Interest charged the plaintiff " pro rata " on the whole amount 
of the goods, to wit, 598w93 roubles. 

Twelfth. That under the said contract of the 27th October, 1900, the defend- 
ants agreed to charge the plaintiff actual cost price of freight from San Fran- 
cisco to Vladivostok on 2,151 tons of merchandise, $8 gold per ton, on the 
shipment of flour and general merchandise, which the plaintiff believes is $1 
gold per ton overcharge, equalling an overcharge on the said 2,151 tons of 
4,302 roubles. 

Thirteenth. That the defendants, under said contract of the 27th October, 
1900, acting as agents and commission merchants, unlawfully charged the 
plaintiff $488.62 gold, alleged to have been paid to the firm of Messrs. MacCon- 
dray & Co., of San Francisco, equalling the sum of 977.24 roubles. 

H. Doc. 665, 59-1 30 
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Fourteenth. The total amount due and owing to the plaintiff by the defend- 
ants in the above-entitled action is the sum of 77,013.59 roubles, as is more 
specifically set forth in the bill of particulars annexed hereto and made a part 
hereof. 

Wherefore your petitioner prays that Judgment may be given against tlie 
defendants, together with interest and costs, and that he may have such farther 
and other relief as to your honorable court may seem fit, and your petitioner 
will ever pray. 
The following is the bill of particulars : 

Roublei. 
No. 1. Unlawful embezzlement and appropriation of plaintiff's mer- 
chandise 4, 410. 00 

No. 2. Overcharge on actual cost price of merchandise bought for 

plaintiff by defiendants as agents 28,740.42 

No. 3. Overcharge on exchange on the U. S. dollar, taels and yen 15, 000. 00 

No. 4. Unlawful collection of custom drawbacks in Shanghai 15,000.00 

No. 5. Loss on nondelivery of 17,000 bags of flour according to customs 6, 800. 00 
No. 6. Balance overcharged on commissions, to wit, 5 per cent commis- 
sion 1, 185. 00 

No. 7. Interest on an alleged shortage of plaintifTs goods in defend- 
ants' warehouse to June, 1902 598.93 

No. 8. Overcharge on 2,151 tons of freight — flour and general mer- 
chandise from San Francisco to Vladivostock 4,302.00 

No. 9. Unlawful charge of $488.62 U. S. gold dollars alleged to have 
been paid Messrs. MacCondray & Co., of San Francisco — equaling.. 977. 24 



77, 013. 59 

The defendants answering petition set f6rth : 

1. That the allegation in article 1 of the petition Is not denied. 

2. That in answer to the allegation in article 2 of the petition the defendants 
say that they are merchants engaged in general mercantile business at Shanghai, 
China. 

3. That in answer to the allegations in article 3 of the petition the defendants 
say : That about 27th October, 1000, one Isaac Lakser gave the defendants a 
verl)al order for certain poods, and as a guaranty of good faith banded the 
defendants a letter of credit in his favor for £6,000, for which the defendants 
gave Iiini a nneipt, and at tlie same time tlie said Isaac Lakser signed and in- 
dorsed several drafts in blank to be used by the defendants and which were 
left with tlieni ; that tlie said Isaac Lakser informe<l the defendants that he 
wanted tlie gooils for a friend named Giller, and as the defendants knew the 
said Isaac Lakser as tlie sou of a meml»er of the firm of Singer & I>akser, 
with which firm the defendants' house in London, England, transacted business 
under an apreemeut. they telejrrapiied and wrote ordering the goods; that the 
defendants' dealings in this connection have been businesslike and that they 
have given all just and proper credits therewith; that the defendants deny 
each and every allegation in said article 3 otherwise at variance or contradic- 
tory to their answer to tlie same. 

4. That in answer to article 4 of the petition the defendants say: That there 
was no contract, but that the order for the goods was verbal and was filled in 
good faith so far as it was possible to fill it ; that they did not render the 
plaintiff any invoices, but all invoices for goods purchased were sent to tbelr 
representative at Vladisvostock, and it was their representative at Vladis- 
vostock rendered statements to the parties concerned ; that there was no fund 
in their hands, except the fund represented by the letter of credit, and they 
drew on their Vladisvostock representative for whatever sum was due them ; 
that after all goods were invoiced and drawn for, the amount of the letter or 
credit was remitted to their representative at Vladisvostock ; that every alle- 
gation in article 4 in conflict with their answer to said article is denied. 

5. That the allegations in article 5 of the petition, in so far as the defendants 
are charged with having a warehouse at Vladisvostock and storing therein 
goods belonging to the plaintiff and unlawfully selling the said goods, are denied* 
and for furtlier answer the defendants refer to articles 3, 4, and 5 of their 
answer and deny the other allegations in article 5 of the petition. 

(). 7. 8, and 9. Tliat the allegations in articles C, 7, 8, and 9 of the petition are 
denied. 

10. That in answer to the allegations in article 10 of the petition the defeni- 
ants say: That all accounts connected with their shipments to Vladlsvostocdc 
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were conducted by their representative there as aforesaid stated, but that some 
time in August, 1901, the plaintiff came to their office in Shanghai and entered 
into new business relations with tlie defendants, and at the same time did 
complain of the high charges made against him, for i^ich the plaintiff had to 
account to their Vladisvostock representative; that desirous of pleasing the 
plaintiff and to fully satisfy him they gave the plaintiff a letter addressed to 
their Vladisvostock representative directing that the plaintiff be credited with 
Rs. 6,000; that at the. time the Rs. 6,000 were credited to the plaintiff as 
aforesaid the plaintiff was indebted to them in the sum of Rs. 14.000, which 
left a balance of Rs. 8,000 due the defendants, and which balance the plaintiff 
paid and was given a receipt in full settlement, and which receipt the plain- 
tiff accepted in full and amicable settlement of all past differences; that all 
other allegations in said article 10 in conflict with this answer to said. article 10 
are denied. 

11. That the allegations in article 11, alleging the violation of any obligation 
or promise made by the defendants, are denied, and for further answer the 
defendants say that if the plaintiff entered into cfontracts with third parties, 
as alleged, that they are not in any way responsible for the failure of the 
plaintiff to fulfill such alleged contracts, and that they deny all responsibility 
for any such failure. 

12, 13, 14. That the allegations in articles 12, 13, and 14 are denied. 

Tlie defendants therefore pray that the action against them be dismissed, 
that they recover their proper cost, and for other relief. 

The evidence of the plaintiff, who has since left for Siberia, had been taken 
before the vice-consul (Mr. A. H. White), and was now read over. He stated 
that in June, 1900, in Vladlvostock he met Mr. Lakser, who represented himself 
to be an agent of the American Trading Company, and who, happening to be 
coming to Shanghai about that time, offered to do some business for the plaintiff. 
Plaintiff gave Lakser instructions to order goods to the value of about Rs. 300,- 
000, and provided him with £6,000 sterling to pay 20 per cent of the cost, the 
balance to be paid on the delivery of the goods. Plaintiff received a bill from 
the defendants, but no signed Invoices through them from the firms from whom 
the goods originally came, though he asked for such frequently. About August, 
1901, plaintiff came to Shanghai himself and was rendered an account which 
totaled to Rs. 363,782.92, including insurance, pettlee, exchange, and conunission 
at the rate of 5 per cent In consequence of a complaint from him as to tblB 
conmaisslon a rebate of Rs. 6,000 was made to him during this stay in Shanghai. 
Plaintiff also produced in court a receipt for goods belonging to him stored in the 
American Trading Company's godown at Vladlvostock, and sold, as he alleged, 
by Mr. Taylor, the company's agent there, without any instructions from him, 
the owner, or his agent. By that sale plaintiff estimated his loss at Rs. 4,410. 
He further maintained that he had been overcharged to the extent of 10 per cent 
on the goods purchased for him ; that he was overcharged on telegraphl<; and 
agency expenses ; and that he was overcharged on exchanges between gold dol- 
lars, taels, and yen; also, that he should have received customs drawbacks to 
the amount of about 15,000 taels on a cargo of 50,000 bags of flour and some salt 
ordered from America and shipped by the S. S. Universe, In regard to this 
cargo plaintiff declared that he had been overcharged on the freight to the 
extent of $1 gold per ton on 2,150 tons ; that although he ordered salt as ballast 
at the request of the defendants, and they had shipped 50,000 bags of flour to 
a Chinese merchant by the same steamer, of his own 50,000 bags he only received 
33,000 ; that the flour was sold by him to a third par^ at Vladlvostock, and that 
he estimated his lost profit at 40 kopecks a bag on the 17,000 bags. The Amer- 
ican Trading Company had made good the actual value of some of the goods 
stored in the godown at Vladlvostock, but had not returned the interest charged 
him, or made good the interest he had lost For one shortage they gave him no 
satisfaction whatever. 

Cross-examined, witness said that at the time the goods were missed from 
Vladlvostock he owed the American Trading Company money, but he paid them 
in full on the 11th September. 

His honor admitted the answers concerning Mr. Lakser's agency, subject only 
to further direct proof of that agency. 

Mr. Curtis made application for the production of the written order from 
plaintiff ordering the 50,000 bags of flour through the defendants from America. 

Charles A. Edwards, the subagent of the defendant company, sworn, stated 
that he had made careful search for this order In all such places where it was 
likely to be, and it had not been discovered. To the best of his knowledge there 
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was DO such written order. He had not telegraphed to Vladivostock to ask if 
they had it there, as this flour was ordered through the Shanghai oflBce. 

His honor directed that a telegraphic question should be sent to the defend- 
ants' office at Vladivostock to ascertain whether they had the order there, and 
the court adjourned. 



9th Afbil. 

When the hearing was resumed Mr. Edwards was further examined by Mr. 
Lamme. He stated that the American Trading Company had no contract with 
the plaintiff dated 27th October, 1900, and therefore they had no books, papers, 
and documents to produce in regard to It, as was asked by the other side. They 
never received a deposit of £6,000 from Mr. Giller, and were not acquainted with 
him at the time such a deposit was made by Mr. Lakser. 

Asked by his honor to give his version of the transactions, Mr. E^dwards said 
that about October, 1900, Mr. Lakser came to Shanghai and wanted to order 
through defendants a considerable amount of cargo. He showed some pencil 
and red-ink scribblings, but when witness hesitated to do business on so large a 
scale without knowing his customer, he produced a letter of credit drawn on 
Messrs. Kunzt & Albers, of Vladivostock, for £6,000. With this witness was 
satisfied, and simply procured blank drafts to use when be should see fit to 
draw on the letter of credit Protected by this, defendants obtained a list of 
the goods Lakser wanted. Some were ordered from America and shipped direct 
to Vladivostock, others were sent direct from Japan, and others again came 
through Shanghai. In the interval between the ordering of the goods and their 
arrival the Vladivostock office of the American Trading Company was opened 
and Mr. Lakser was engaged as a sort of No. 2 man. That was about December, 
1900. The Shanghai office did not take over any contracts from Lakser, who 
was never responsible to them in any way. The only basis on which they had 
previously done business with him was the letter of credit for £6,000. At the 
time be showed that, Lakser was not an agent of the defendant company at all. 

Mr. A. J. Hadiey, a clerk in the customs in charge of the drawback books, tes- 
tified to the correctness of an abstract made from the books in respect of the 
drawbacks on the goods purchased from America. 

Mr. Serebrenik, who acted as interpreter between plaintiff and Mr. Edwards 
at an interview in January of this year, said that when the plaintiff complained 
that his goods stored In the godown at Vladivostock had been sold without his 
knowledge or permission, Mr. Edwards replied that that was Mr. Taylor's busi- 
ness. Mr. Giller*s reply was that by Russian law he could put Taylor in jail. 
Mr. Edwards replied that plaintiff could sue Mr. Taylor if he liked, but the 
Shanghai office had nothing to do with the matter. 

Cross-examined, witness said that in a conversation in 1901, when he also 
acted as interpreter, plaintiff complained that he had been overcharged on the 
commission, and Mr. Edwards, to settle things in a friendly way, made an allow- 
ance of 6,000 roubles, for which the receipt now in court was signed. Plaintiff 
appeared to be satisfied at that time and paid the balance of his account. 

This concluded the plaintiff's case, and, without calling on the defense, his 
honor asked Mr. Curtis if he had anything to urge why the suit should not be 
dismissed. 

Mr. Curtis argued that the evidence of plaintiff, a reputable Russian merchant, 
who had done a large business with defendants, made out a prima facie case In 
his favor. 

The court retired for a few minutes and returned the following : 

Judgment. 

The entire case depends on whether Mr. Lakser, with whom Mr. Giller is said 
to have made a contract, was on 27th October, 1900, an agent of the American 
Trading Company in making such contract Such agency is denied, and no 
proof has been brought that Mr. Lakser was an agent for the American Trading 
Company at that time. Therefore, the case is hereby dismissed with costs 
against the plaintiff. 

John Goodnow, 
Oonsul-Oeneral U. 8. A., Acting Judicially. 

We concur in the above finding. 

A. W. Danfobth, 
G. F. Fitch, 

Aaaesiora, 

Mr. Curtis intimated that plaintiff would appeal. 
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Exhibit 19. 

AMERICAN. TRADING COMPANY v, SAMUEL ZIMMERMAN. 

[Official report.] 

UNITED STATES CONSULAB COURT. 

Shanghai, loth April, 1903. 
Before John Goodnow, esq., consul-general (acting judicially). 
American Trading Company v, Samuel Zimmerman. 

The petition of the above-named plaintiff against the above-named defendant 
shows : 

(1) That the plaintiff is a corporation organized under the laws of the State 
of Maine and engaged in general mercantile business at Shanghai, China. 

(2) That the defendant is an American citizen and within the jurisdiction 
of this court 

(3) That the defendant, as a partner of Josef E. Giller, and doing business 
under the name of Josef E. Giller, chartered from the plaintiff the steamship 
Protector for the period of three months, for which he agreed to pay the 
plaintiff the sum of |10,000 per month as per the charter party for the said 
steamship Protector, and which charter party the plaintiff beg to file herewith 
as a part of his petition as showing more fully the terms and conditions of said 
charter. 

(4) That the defendant, as a partner of Josef E. Giller, and doing business 
under the name of Josef E. Giller, entered into written agreements with the 
plaintiff under dates 23d and 24th August, 1001, and which the plaintiff begs 
to file herewith as a part of this answer as showing more fully the terms and 
conditions of same. 

(5) That the plaintiff has complied with the terms and conditions of the 
said charter party and the said agreements, but the defendant has failed to 
comply with the terms and conditions of the charter party and agreements 
aforesaid, and by reason of such failure on the part of the defendant the 
defendant Is Indebted to the plaintiff In the sum of 13.000 taels, which sum the 
plaintiff has demanded payment of the defendant who has refused and still 
refuses to pay the same. 

Therefore the plaintiff demands judgment against the defendant for the said 
sirni of 13,100 taels, for costs, and other relief. 

The American Trading Company, 
Per Chas. A. Edwards. S!nba(fcnt. 

Edwin Lamme. Attorney for Plaintiff. 

Comes now the defendant in the above-entitled action and for answer thereto 
admits that he is a naturalized citizen of the United States of America, and 
that he was formerly a subject of the Empire of Russia ; saving this exception 
he denies each and every material allegation In each and every paragraph 
of the plaintiff's complaint. 

For a cross complaint to said action the said Samuel Zimmerman complains 
and alleges that he neither reads nor writes the English language and that 
his partner, J. E. Giller, neither reads, writes, nor speaks the English language, 
that the American Trading Company was fully cognizant of the said facts, 
that through grossly false and fraudulent representations and by trick and 
device, which said representations they knew at the time to be grossly false and 
fraudulent, and which trick and device they deliberately practiced and which 
they made for the purpose of deceiving and taking advantage of the said J. E. 
Giller, lured the said J. E. Giller Into the offices of the American Trading Com- 
pany, at Shanghai, China, and by said false representations induced the said 
Giller to sign a document which he could not read, which was falsely translated 
to him by an agent of the American Trading Company, to be a charter party for 
the S. S. Protector at actual cost price for three months at $10,000 per month, plus 
2i per cent commission thereon, to be paid to the American Trading Company 
as his agents. That the agent who translated said document had a contract 
with the American Trading Company at the time to share one-fourth of any 
profits the American Trading Company should realize from the said J. E. Giller 
in said enterprise. 
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That the books of the American Trading Company set forth the said agency, 
that the accounts rendered the said J. E. Giller set forth the said agency at a 
commission of 2^ per cent on the said charter party per moqth. 

That the American Trading Company more than a year after said entries 
were recorded in their said l>ool^s have criminally falsified said books and 
rendered other accounts omitting said commission as agents on said charter 
party. 

That in truth and in fact the actual cost price of said charter party was not 
$10,000 Mex., but $9,750 Mex. ; that the American Trading Company charged 
2i per cent commission on the full $10,000 Mex. 

That on said charter party the said J. E. Giller and the said defendant, 
Samuel Zimmerman, paid unto the American Trading Company the sum of 
$6,000 Mexican on said charter party and in addition thereto the further sum of 
$5,989.46 Mexican on a coal account, as is more specifically set forth in the bill of 
particulars annexed hereto and made a part hereof. 

Because of the aforesaid false and fraudulent representations made as afore- 
said by the American Trading Company, the said Samuel Zimmerman prays this 
honorable court for a recission of said charter party, and that he be given judg- 
ment against the American Trading Company for the actual money paid them, 
to wit, $10,989.46 Mexican, and for such other and further relief as to your 
honorable court may seem meet and your petitioner will ever pray. 

For a second cause of action the said Samuel Zimmerman complains and 
alleges that on the 23d August. 1901, at Shanghai, China, through J. E. Giller, 
his partner, he mutually entered Into a contract with the American Trading 
Company, which contract is duly filed with the cleric of this honorable court 

The said Samuel Zimmerman has always been ready and willing, through his 
partner, J. E. Giller, to perform his part of the said contract, and on 1st 
November, 1901, O. S. (14th November, 1901, N. S.) paid to the American Trad- 
ing Company the sum of R. 5,000 for the shipment of certain goods under the 
said contract 

The American Trading Company asked for the said R. 5,000 and promised 
upon the receipt to ship the said goods. The said sum of R. 5,000 was sent to 
the American Trading Company and a receipt was received from them there- 
for, but the goods were not sent 

Because of the said breach of contract, the said Samuel Zimmerman and 
J. E. Giller have been damaged in the sum of $65,666.07 Mexican, as is more 
specifically set forth iu the bill of particulars annexed hereto and made a part 
hereof. 

Wherefore your petitioner prays judgment for said sum, together with such 
other and further relief as to your honorable court nniy seem meet, and your 
petitioner will over i>ray. 

Samuel Zimmerman. 

Bill of particulars. 

To amount paid on charter of steamship Protector $5,000.00 

To alleged cost coal 5, 78a 00 

To alleged expenses for delivery of said coal taels 151.46 

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION. 

To amount i)aid for merchandise, which said merchandise was not de- 
livered to plaintiiT rubles.. 5,000.00 

To damages for breach of contract for nondelivery of said goods $60, 666. 67 

Mr. E. A. Lamme appeared for the plaintiffs ind Mr. G. F. Curtis for the 
defendant. 

Mr. Curtis put in an atlidavit to tiie effect that certain important documents 
were exp(H-te(l liy mail from Vladivostok, and as they were material to his 
case ho askeii for a continuance of the case. 

His honor grantt^l a continuance till the following afternoon. 

Shanghai, 16th April. 

Before .John Goodnow, esc]., consul-general (acting judicially) and Messrs. 
Y.'^\. Blake and Geo. E. Tucker (assessors). 

The American Trading Company v. Samuel Zinunerman. 

Mr. (i. F. Curtis apiwared for the defendant and Judge Lamme for the 
plaintiffs. 
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Mr. 6. F. Curtis handed in a formal notice objecting to tlie assessors. 

His boncir overmled the challenge and asked if either attorney liad any ques- 
tions to ask of the assessors. 

There being no questions, the assessors were duly sworn. 

The evidence throughout the sitting was mostly a repetition of that adduced 
in the case of the American Trading Company v, Josef Oilier. 

Mr. Curtis wished to see the entries of the coal account for the steamship 
Protectory and Mr. H. J. Limby was therefore called. These having been found 
and compared with the account rendered, his honor accepted the account as 
evidence. He refused to allow defendant's attorney to inspect the books on 
the grounds that no entries could in any way affect the contract 

Mr. Charles Edwards, subagent of the American Trading Company, was called 
and cross-examined by Mr. Curtis. He produced the original invoices for the 
coal. He only knew Mr. Zimmerman as a partner of Mr. Oilier. Witness knew 
Mr. Oilier, and that he could not speak English. 

Mr. Curtis asked that an accountant should be appointed to go over plaintiff's 
books. 

His honor said it was unnecessary. At this stage the court then adjourned till 
to-day. 

Shanghai, 17th April. 

Before John Ooodnow, esq., consul-general (acting judicially) and Messrs. 
F. A. Blake and Oeo. B. Tucker (assessors). 

The American Trading Company v. Samuel Zimmerman. 

The hearing of this case was resumed yesterday. 

Mr. Curtis asked that the judgment in the Oilier case mi^^t be accepted as 
evidence, and his honor acceded to the request. 

The cross-examination of Mr. Charles A. Edwards was continued. 

Mr. Curtis again asked that the case should be dismissed. His honor dis- 
allowed the application. 

He then asked for a continuance pending the arrival of certain documents 
from Vlndivostock. 

His honor decided that a continuance "would not affect the case of ofther 
party, and the court therefore adjourned. 



Shanohat, 21 th ApHL 

This case wa«? resumed. Mr. Edwards again took tlie stand, and his cross- 
examination by Mr. Curtis was continued. 

Mr. Curtis said the document from Vladivostock, pending the arrival of which 
the court ba«i granted a continuance, had arrived. 

At an early stage his honor decided to appoint an accouubuit to go through 
the books of tlie plaintiff, and with the consent of both attorneys ordered that 
the testimony in the Oilier case should be accepted as evidence In this suit 

Mr. Edwards in the course of his cross-examination admitted that the steam- 
ship Protector had been subcliartered to other parties while in Mr. Oiller's 
bands, but said that the profits resulting from such subcharters had been cred- 
ited to Mr. Oilier, and moreover Mr. Oilier had written to his firm (the Ameri- 
can Trading Company) authorizing them to operate the ship. Witness said 
that Mr. Katz came to his ofilces with a letter from Mr. Oilier saying that he 
was acting as his (Mr. Oiller*s) agent, and asking that he might be allowed to 
examine the books and vouchers of the American Trading Company with refer- 
ence to the accounts rendered to him. Witness allowed Mr. Katz to do so, and 
that gentleman said that he thought the accounts looked correct and in order, 
and that the only thing that remained was for Mr. Oilier to pay the balance. 

William Katz, sworn, emphatically denied these statements, and said that 
some of the items were not accompanied by vouchers, and plaintiff did not pro- 
duce bills of lading or manifest Witness never expressed his satisfaction 
with the accounts; on the contrary, he told Mr. Edwards that he could not 
check some of the items. 

S. Serebrenik, sworn, identified documents produced as those for which the 
defendant had been waiting since the continuance was granted. 

His honor read the documents, and although Judge Lamme objected, said he 
would accept them for what they were worth. 

The court then adjourned the case, subject to notice, presumably to give time 
for an accountant to go over the l)ooks. 
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Shanghai, SOth ApriL 

At the adjourned hearing of this case Mr. C. R. Bennett, of Messrs. Mustard 
& Co., was called and identified the following as his report on the accounts sub- 
mitted to him : 

I have carefully gone over the vouchers and statement submitted to me by 
the court in the case of J. E. Giller v. The American Trading Company, and 
have compared them with the books of the American Trading Company, and 
beg to report as follows: 

Up to 1st April, 1902, the balance of the Protector account in the American 
Trading Company's books shows a debit balance of 5,325.34 taels, which is 
accounted for in the following manner : 

The ledger has t\vo debits to general commission, amounting to 553.87 taels 
and no entry for commissions on the charter money, which amount to 525.41 
taels, a difference of 28.56 taels, which, deducted from ledger account (4,907.72), 
makes 4,879.26 taels. The interest entry in the statement dated F^mary 4, 
1903, of 482.82 taels has not been wholly entered up in the ledger, which shows 
debits to interest amounting to 36.75 taels, making a difference of 446.08 taels, 
which, added to the ledger balance, equals 5,325.34 taels, the same amount as 
shown by tlie statement as debit balance which is in order. 

I further find four debits on the ledger which are omitted from the statement 

(1) A draft for 220 taels drawn by Messrs. Shewan, Tomes & Co., Hong- 
kong, accompanied by statement of the Protector account from November 29, 
1901, to January 6, 1902. 

A draft for 596 taels drawn by Messrs. Shewan, Tomes & Co., Hongkong, 
accompanied by statement of the Protector account from 29th November, 1901, 
to 6th January, 1902. 

Both drafs and statements I submit herewith. 

(3) A debit note from the Russian consulate, Shanghai, dated 5th May, 1902, 
for 3 roubles, which equals 2.68 taels. 

(4) A charge of $6 for telegrams on Messrs. Shewan, Tomes & Co.'s state- 
ment, dated 13th May, 1902. Six dollars equals 4.45 taels. 

These four amounts equal 823.13 taels, which, added to the debit balance of 
the statement, equal 6,148.47 taels. This amount is the total amount due the 
American Trading Company from J. E. Giller. esq., and the S. S. Protector, 
according to all the vouchers submitted to me by the court, and all credit 
entries on the statement are in accordance with the American Trading Com- 
pany's books. 

Respectfully submitted. C. R. Bennett, 

Mustard d Co. 

Mr, Curtis cross-examined the witness and elicited from him the facts that 
he had not gone over the coal account, nor had he received or seen vouchers for 
the Newchwaug-Canton account of the steamship Protector, 

Mr. Curtis, in his speech for the defense, laid stress on the fact that the 
Amercan Trading Company had refused to recognize Mr. Zimmerman in connec- 
tion with their dealings with Mr. Giller. He also pointed out that while the 
plaintiiTs were operating the steamer they could easily have sent her to Hako- 
date, where a large cargo was waiting. Mr. Edwards, the attorney said, had 
practically admitted that he offered Mr. Giller inducements to take the vessel. 

Judge Lanmie made a short speech for the plaintiffs, in which he said that 
three days after the court had shown that no actual damages had been sus- 
tained through the nonshipment of the rice, a claim for a large amount, which 
was said to have been paid, was put in. 

Mr. Curtis wished to reply, but his application to do so was overruled. 

The court then adjourned. 



Shanghai, 7th May. 
Judgment. 

In this action the plaintiff alleges that the defendant being a partner of J. E. 
Giller. chartere<l from the plaintiff the steamship Protector, and owes, for the 
unpaid balance on the said charter and coal furnished to the ship for its ope- 
ration, l.S,100 taels. This the defendant denies and claims as an offset that 
the signature of Mr. Giller, admitted to have been a partner of the defendant 
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in the transaction inyolyed in this case, to the (diarter of the Protector was 
obtained by fraud. 

(1) That the cost price of the charter was misrepresented to Mr. Oilier. 

(2) That the plaintiff guaranteed 2,000 tons of cargo from Hongkong to 
Shanghai as an inducement to the signing of the charter ; but that no cargo was 
there for the steamship. 

For these reasons the defendant asks that the charter of the ship be declared 
Toid and ttiat the money paid to the American Trading Ck>mpany (|10,968.46 
Mex.) be ordered refunded. 

As a second offset defendant alleges that the American Trading Ck>mpany 
failed to carry out a certain contract of 23d August, 1901, made by and 
between the American Trading Ck)mpany and J. B. Oilier, and that by said 
breach of contract Zinmierman and Oilier haye been damaged in the sum of 
Mex. $60,66a67. 

The defendant therefore asks Judgment for $76,606.13 Mex. 

After carefully hearing the eyidtoce in the case and after haying the accounts 
and youchers checked by C. R. Bennett, esq., as an accountant, I find that the 
amount due the American Trading Ck)mpany on account of the charter and 
operation of the steamer Protector, including the account for coal, is 7,208.07 
taels. 

Gross complaint — 

(1) It is the contention of the defendant that plaintiff was to charter the 
steamer Protector for the defendant in consideration of 2i per cent commissioin 
on the actual cost price to the plaintiff of said steamship for three months. 
The exhibits show that the steamship was chartered by the American Trading 
Company from Thoresen & Ck>mpany at a montlily rental of $10,000, less 2i per 
cent The charter from the American Trading Ck>mpany to Mr. Oilier, defend- 
ant's partner, shows that Mr. Oilier agreed to pay $10,000 a month without 
any commission, all reference to commission on the charter signed by Mr. Oilier 
haying been erased. Eyen if that written charter signed by Mr. Oilier could 
be modified by conyersations which took place before it was signed and eyen ad- 
mitting the contention of defendant that he was to pay cost price plus 2i per 
cent the figures giyen show plainly that he was not wronged. 

(2) I do not find by the eyidence that plaintiff guaranteed any cargo from 
Hongkong to the north. 

This court therefore must refuse the prayer of the defendant for a rescission 
of the charter party of the Protector and for a return of the money paid under 
it The court does not find any ** grossly false and fraudulent representations,'* 
or " trick or deylce " on the part of the American Trading Ck)mpany as against 
the defendant or Mr. Glller In the matter of the steamship Protector. On the 
contrary, the American Trading Ck>mpany and Mr. Edwards, its agent in this 
matter, are shown by the eyidence to haye acted throughout the whole trans- 
action in an honorable and straightforward manner. Errors in the bookkeeping 
haye been shown, but it is noted that the errors made by the American Trading 
Ck>mpany were in the aggregate against Itself. 

Second offset — It is shown that in Noyember, 1901, Mr. Giller's agents in 
Vladiyostock paid Rs. 5,000 toward a shipment of rice to be made by the 
steamship Protector, It is shown, howeyer, that at the time rice could not be 
exported from Shanghai without a permit from the Chinese authorities in 
Shanghai ; that the American Trading Company endeayored to obtain a permit 
to export this rice to Vladiyostock, but were unsuccessful. It was also shown 
that the Protector was gone from Shanghai when the money was receiyed at 
this port The American Trading Company applied this amount of Rs. 5,000 to 
the indebtedness on the account of the steamer Protector, 

It has not been shown that the failure to ship the said rice has been the cause 
of any actual damages, but only of the loss of prospectiye profits. No damages 
can be glyen on such a claim. In the present case a document has been receiyed 
from Vladiyostock purporting to show that on 10th April one Oersherich made 
tor the first time a claim against Glller for damages amounting to Rs. 16,500 
and interest for breach of contract of deliyery of 83,000 poods of rice in Noyem- 
ber, 1901. The document further purports to show that on 11th April Oilier 
paid in full the amount claimed with interest In the testimony in a preyious 
case Incorporated in the records in this case, Mr. Oilier testified that he did not 
know of any actual damages to be paid, but only that he exi)ected to make one 
rouble per pood profit On 8th April this court held in the case aboye mentioned, 
" the only measure of damages is an actual loss ; none such is shown in the 
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eyidence in tills case." It is a carious coincidence that within two days there- 
after a claim was made for the first time for actoal damages, whidi dala was 
paid on the next day and promptly sent here for use in this oaaa Thts court 
must refuse the prayer for damages under the second otbet of the defendant 

In accordance with the ahoye findings Judgment is hereby giyen in fayor of 
the American Trading Ck)mpany and against Samuel Zimmerman for 7»206.7O 
taels and the costs in this case. 

John Goodhow, 
OonauUGeneral (acting fudioUOitf). 

We concur in the aboye decision. 

F. A. BL4KX, Jr., 
Q. B. TucfKB^ 
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